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* c 

India 6f modern conception with its ,i 
so-called present geographical unity is entirely 
the creation of the British who hold it asv-ohe^ 
administrative unit by a system of bureaucratic ~ 
■ government whose ultimate sanction is the 
sword and not the will or the sanction of the'^ 
people behind the government so established!," 
This" position is very much exploited by the.. ’ 
Hindu Congress and another Hindu organi- 
sation, the Hindu Mahasabha. India is a vast 
sub-continent It is neither a country nor a 
nation. It is composed of nationalities ! and 
races, - but the tw6 major nations are the 
Muslims and the Hindus - Talk of Indian-unity 
as" one central constitutional government of 
this vast sub-contmenfc is simply a my bh; / M(1 

The differences m India between the 
two major nations, the Hindus and the Muslims,'-' 
are a thousand- times greater when comptared 
with the continent cof Europe In fact tH* 
diversity of its races, * religions, cultures and 
languages has no parallel in any other part of the 
world, but fortunately ' the Muslim homelands 
are in the North Western and '-Eastern zones 
of the sub-continent where they are in a .solid 
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majority with a population of nearly 70 mi 
llions and they desire that these parts should 
be separated trom the rest of India and cons 
tituted into independent sovereign states. 
The Muslims stand unequivocally for their 
own freedom and independence and also that of 
Hindus and the Hindu India in the sub-continent 
of India, whereas the Hindu machinations and all 
proposals and schemes suggested by them arc 
intended and calculated to bring a hundred 
million Muslims under the subjugation and 
hegemony of the Hindu Raj over the entire 
sub continent of India which means that Mus 
Urns shall be merely transferring their bondage of 
slavery from the British Raj to the Hindu Raj 
In sheer ignorance or with a view to misguide 
the foreign opinion deliberately in their own 
favour it is urged in these days that India s case 
has a parallel in China Soviet Russia or even 
m the United States of America and that its 
problems can be successfully tackled m the 
light of experience gained by the peoples of 
these countries. A cursory examination of 
such a plea oy any intelligent roan will con 
vincc him that it is completely misleading to 
cemparc India s problems with these coun 
tries 


The present books are a collection of articles 
which had appeared in different newjpj|ci< 
and had thrown a great deal of light on the 
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Pakistan demand of Muslim India, and hence 
I agiecd to their being collected and published in 
the form of two books as they explain the Muslim 
position regarding many ot the current political 
issues which have been agitating the Muslim 
mind The author Mr MRT has given his 
consent that these y books should be issued on 
behalf of the Home Study Circle He has 
marshalled facts and figures which aic vciy 
valuable and he has done a great scivicc already 
by periodically publishing them in various 
newspapers In the first book, entitled 
‘Pakistan and Muslim India', he has placed m a 
very impartial way the exposition of many 
factors which clearl} demonstrate that the only 
solution of India’s constitutional problem is by 
means of partition of India and by accepting 
the fundamental principles of Pakistan scheme, 
laid down in the Lahore resolution of the All 
India Muslim League, passed m March, 1940. 

The second book entitled ‘Nationalism 
In Conflict In India', contains the collec- 
tion of writings of the same author, This will 
show that India is not a national State, that 
India is not a country but a sub-continent 
composed of nationalities, the two major 
nations being the Hindus and the Muslims 
whose culture and civilisation, language and 
literature, art and architecture, name and 
nomenclature, sense of value and proportion, 
laws and jurisprudence, social and moral codes, 
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customs and calendar history and traditions, 
aptitudes and ambitions outlook on life and of 
life are fundamentally different, nay m many 
respects antagonistic 

Of course the views expressed in these 
books are of the author and not the official 
views of the Muslim League or myself I have 
undertaken to write this foreword in order to 
commend these two books to all readers who 
want to understand the problem of India s 
future constitution and its solution and I fee! 
confident that anyone who reads them dis 
passionately and with an open mmd will find 
by the sheer facts and figures and historical and 
political arguments advanced that partition of 
India is in the interest of both the major 
nations Hindus and Muslim* 

M A. Jinnah 


24th December 1942 
10 Aurangzcb Road 
New Delhi 
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This book like the first one entitled 
‘Pakistan and Muslim India' is also a collection 
of articles written for the press dunng ‘the 
period 1939 to 1942- It is divided for the 
sake of convenience into 4 parts Articles 
dealing with topics of an allied nature are 
grouped together to form one part 

In the first part under ‘Nationalism’ it is 
proved from the professions of Hindu leaders 
that Hindus are a separate nation from 
Muslims, that with Hindus nationalism is 
another name for pan-Hinduism, and that 
the real basis of their nationalism is Hindu reli- 
gion Further it is amplified what the motives 
-behind Congress Nationalism are, that Na- 
tionalism of Congress conception is no solution 
of Hmdu-Muslim problem, that the one nation 
theory of Mr- Gandhi is a myth and that na- 
tionalism ultimately leads to aggression All 
these points are dealt with m one or other of 
the six articles that form this part. 

‘ The second part under ‘Lessons From 
Abroad' illustrates from the political experi- 
ence in the working of parliamentary institu- 
tions in other countries that democracy can 
only function successfully m a truly homo- 
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geneous society closely bound by similar tradi 
tions and that partition is the only solution 
where irreconcilable differences divide one 
group of people forming majority in a compact 
part of a loosely united country from another 
group forming a majority m the remaining part 
Those who draw the conclusion from the 
example of the British dominions of Canada 
South Africa and Australia that the solution 
of India s constitutional problem lies in the 
adoption of a federal constitution will read m 
the article under Lessons From British Domi 
nions that federation is only possible vs here 
there is a real desire for union on the port of 
federating units and that this desire for union 
has been the result of special circumstances in 
case of each British Dominion The Cong- 
ress Leftists who often advocate the future 
government of India on oviet lines wi 1 learn 
from the article on Soviet Russia that India s 
case stands on a different footing from that of 
Soviet Russia and chat they can best follow the 
example of Ireland as show n in Vivisection of 
the British Isles The last article in this part 
on Democracjr and India answers the critics 
who raised a storm of opposition when Mr 
Jinnah said in course of a speech that Western 
democracy is not suited to the Indian gi nius 
The third part under Communahsm dis 
cusses the cau«es of Hindu Muslim differences 
as well as the Indian political deadlock It 
explains in the first article that apatr from 
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religion* political .and economic causes are also 
responsible for communal differences, and m 
the second article that the British rule did not 
create communahsm as its roots lie deep m the 
' caste-system and Hindu exclusiveness m the 
social, economic and political field It is point- 
ed out m the 'third aiticle on Mr Amery's 
speech on India First that the present political 
deadlock can-neithei be resolved by ‘Mr Amery’s 
insisting on ‘India* First’ nor by the Viceroy's 
repudiating of August Declaration of 1940 and 
emphasising India’s so-called geographical 
unity. The fourth aiticle on Political Dead- 
lock m India is m Mr- Jmnahs’ own words, a 
fair summary of the recent events’ while that 
on ‘Viceroy’s August Declaration’ will clearly, 
indicate that Hindus oppose what Muslims 
support" m ' the political field In the conclud- 
ing article of this part, under ‘Choice Before 
Britain', the British Government is reminded 
that a policy, of Congress appeasement at the 
expense of Muslim League will neither assist 
substantially *in the war effort nor furnish a' 
permanent basis for the settlement of the poli- 
tical deadlock. 1 

t 

Part IV, under ‘Readings From Congress 
Mind’, describes the latest trend in"Congress 
policy m the following directions — 

(1) Hmdu-Muslim unity is- not neces- 
sary for the attainment of independence, 

(2) The*present war has given the Cong- 
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ress an opportunity to coerce the Bntis 
Government to accept Congress demand fr 
complete independence and to repudiate 
League scheme of Pakistan 

(3) Hindu Muslim problem is a don 
one and will be settled in peace or by warai 
the attainment of independence. 

The articles in this part will shu 
that the Congress denies to Muslim 
what it claims for Hindus on the principle o 
self determination that it will rather sec 
India fall into Japanese hands than agree to 
recognise the Justice of Muslim case and form 
a united front as urged by Mr Rajgopalachriar 
against the common danger that the Congress 
leaders arc never sincere in their attitude to- 
wards the Muslim League and will spare no 
effotts to misrepresent it as the articles on 
Gandhis Professions and Performance and 
Pt Nehru s Propagandai n America mil in 
dicate and that the Congress wants a Gandhian 
Dictatorship to ride rough shod over 
the interests of Muslims and other minorities 
Copious quotations arc given from Mr 
Gandhi s writings in the Hanjan to prove his 
double deal ngs and inconsistenc) in attitude 
These articles were written in August 1912 
just on the esc of the Congress threat for mass 
Civil Disobedience and so should be read mth 
so eial reference ro rhe conditions that exit 
ted then Tlie last article refers to the year 
1939 when the Muslim League had not yet 
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officially adopted Pakistan as its political goal 
It traces the gradual development of circums- 
tances which caused a final split in the political 
ambitions of the two major political parties 
The League in 1939 demanded merely strong 
and effective representation at the Centre, and 
full provincial autonomy for Provinces with 
residuary powers vested in them but the failure 
of the Congress to satisfy Muslim demands 
and the anti-Muslim policy of the Congress 
Ministries m Hindu Majority Provinces forced 
the Muslims to declare in 1940 that Pakistan 
was the only solution for the final and lasting 
settlement of the communal problem m 
India 

Four articles out of the whole lot m this 
book may he selected for particular reading as 
they furnish definite ideas as to the prac- 
ticability of one nation or two nation 
theory, federation or partition. These are 
‘Nationalism is no solution of Hmdu-Mus- 
lim Problem 1 and One Nation Myth Ex- 
posed 1 m Part I and ‘Vivisection of the British 
Isles’ and ‘Lessons From British Dominions’ in 
Part II 

Each article is self-sufficient and deals*with 
the main idea as expresed by its very name 
The central idea of a group of 5 or 6 articles 
-is indicated by the heading of the Part under 
which they are included. The four parts are 
(1) .Nationalism (2) Lessons From Abroad 
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(3) Communalism (4) Readings From 
Congress Mind. 

The name as well as the general plan in the 
arrangement of articles in this book as in the 
case of Pakistan and Muslim India were appro 
vcd by the Qaid i Aram who was also kind 
enough to write a common foreword for both 
the books But for his consent the books 
would have never been published 

This however does not mean that the 
views expressed by me in these books arc 
also officially approved by the All India Muslim 
League or the Qaid-i Aaam There is no doubt 
that I have been guided by the 
policy of the Muslim League throughout my 
writings but I do not claim infallibility for my 
views on that account. At the most I can safely 
say that I have tried to interpret the League 
veiw point to the best of my intentions and 
have only differed from it where it was possi 
ble to entertain more than one opinion Wc 
are all agreed on the broad principles (1) thac 
Muslim League represents Muslim India (2)' 
that Pakistan is the final goal of Muslim India 
There may be difference of opinion as to 
whether Pakistan should be achieved by 
stages or in one instalment whether our 
methods should be constitutional or rcvolu 
tionarj whether the territorial limits of 

Pakistan should be determined by the 
proportion of our population in Muslim rones 
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or in India as a whole. A Muslim who keeps 
in mind the two broad principles outlined 
above will never stray fiom the right path 
which the League has chosen and the Qaid-i- 
Azam has blessed for him The Lahore 
Resolution of 19 10 popularly known ?s the 
Pakistan Scheme has become the Magna Carta 
of Muslim India which now has one flag, one 
platform and one goal The Muslims stand 
solidly behind the League and as the Qaid-i- 
Azam has desired, their watchword now is faith, 
unity and discipline. 

I shall be failing in my duty if I do 
not acknowledge help from friends m the 
work encrusted to me by the Qaid-i-Azam 
S Shamsul Hasan was mainly responsible for 
supervising the printing, while S. Budrul Hasan, 
Mr S M Khalid and S. Ziaul Hasan assisted 
me in proof reading. I express my sincere 
thanks to all of them 


31-12-42 


M R T. 
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PART l 

NATIONALISM 

1 TWO NATIONS IN INDIA 

The Congress-League problem admits oi 
a very easy solution once it is conceded that 
Hindus and Muslims arc two separate nations 
The Congress, however claims that it alone 
has the right to speak on behalf of all classes 
and communities of this vast sub-continent as 
it represents the Indian nation This position 
of the Congress is challenged by the Muslim 
League which is the only authoritative and 
representative organisation of 90 millions of 
Muslims 

Of late prominent Hindu leaders have 
been carrying on whirlwind propaganda to 
prove that Muslims are an integral part of the 
Indian nation and are identical with the Hindus 
racially, culturally and economically. The 
Muslim demand for Pakistan is considered as a 
negation of nationalism and their right to apply 
the principle of self-determination to predomi- 
nantly Muslim areas is condemned m the 
strongest terms. 

Mr Munshi says that the Pakistan move- 
ment is intended to destroy the Indian natio 
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Mr Satyarourn denies that Hindus and Mus- 
lims have any racial or cultural differences. 
They might, he says worship different gods 
but their outlook and culture are the same 
fundamentally Even a staunch Hindu like 
Sir S Radhakrishnan who asserts in his essay 
on the spirit of Hinduism that Hinduism is 
not an idea but power that Hindu culture has 
maintained us tradition unbroken to the pre 
sent day reminds the Muslims that India has 
been a nation from early times To repeat his 
actual words "If a nation is a bodv of men and 
women with their roots in the past and shaped 
by long historic processes India is a nation 
from early tames " 

I will prove herewith that these views of 
Hindu leaders ate absolutely wrong and arc 
effcctiicly contradicted by other prominent 
Hindu leaders who recognise that Hindus and 
Muslims are separate nations 

L Hardyal wrote as early as 1925 in the 
"Pratap of Lahore that if the British left India 
the Hindu nation would be threatend by 
Afghanistan and that if the Hindu wanted to 
protect thcmscls cs they must conquer Afghan- 
istan and the frontiers." 

I reproduce hts actual statement — "I dec 
lare that the future of the Hindu race of 
Hindustan and of the Punjab rests on these 
four pillars Q) Hindu Sangathan (2) Hindu 
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Raj, (3) Shudhi of Muslims, (4) and conquest 
and Shudhi of Afghanistan and the frontiers 
So long as the Hindu nation does not accomp- 
lish these four things, the safety of our children 
and great-grand childien will be ever m danger, 
and the safety of the Hindu race will be impos- 
sible The Hindu race has but one history, and 
its institutions are homogeneous. But the 
Mussalmans and Christians are far removed 
from the confines of Hinduism, for their reli- 
gions are alien and they love Persian, Arabic 
and European institutions,” 

“Thus, just as one removes foreign matter 
from the eye, Shuddhi must be made of these 
two religions Afghanistan and the hilly re- 
gions of the frontier were formerly part of 
India but are at present under the domination 
of Islam Just as there is Hindu religion m 
Nepal, so there must be Hindu institutions m 
Afghanistan and the frontier territory, other- 
wise it is useless to wm Swaraj. For mountain 
tribes are always warlike and hungry. If they 
become our enemies, the age of Nadirshah and 
Zamanshah will begin anew. At present Eng- 
lish officers are protecting the frontiers, but it 
cannot always be If Hindus want to protect 
themselves, they must conquer Afghanistan and 
the frontiers and convert all the mountain 
tribes.” 

This statement clearly proves that a com- 
munity which entertains such feelings of hatred 


4 


NATIONALISM 


and revenge against a neighbouring Muslim 
State and relies on violence for the establish 
ment of Hindu Raj and the conversion of 
Muslims cannot live on terms of amity with 
the latter Such exclusive sentiments can only 
be nurtured by a nation bent on agression 
against another If the Hindu race has one 
history and homogeneous institutions and Mus 
lims have an alien religion and alien institutions 
then evidently both represent separate nations 

Conclusive evidence on this point is further 
furnished by the writings of Mr Savnrkar 
President. All-India Hindu Maha Sabha, who 
at present commands equally with the greatest 
Congress leaders, immense influence among 
the Hindus. In a speech at the Hindu Maha 
Sabha session held at Ahmadabed in 1937 he 
said Several infantile politicians commit the 
serious mistake that India is already welded into 
a harmonious nation of that it could be welded 
thus far for the mere wish to do so These 
our well meaning but unthinking friends take 
their dreams for realistics That is why thc> arc 
impatient of communal tangles and attribute 
them to communal organisations " 

“But the solid fact is that the so-called 
communal questions are but a legacy handed 
down to us by centuries of a cultural religious 
and national antagonism between the Hindus 
and the Muslims When time is ripe you can 
soke them but you cannot suppress them b> 
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merely refusing recognition of them. It is 
safer to diagnose and treat deepseated disease 
than to ignore it Let us bravely face unplea- 
sant facts as they are India cannot be as- 
sumed to-day to be a unitanan and homoge- 
neous nation but on the contrary there are two 
nations in the main the Hindus and Muslims 
in India.” 

Defining the aims of the Hindu Maha- 
sabha as representative of the Hindu nation, 
Mr Savarkar says. “It has come to my notice 
that a very large section of English-educated 
Hindus holds back from joining the Hindu 
Mahasabha under the erroneous idea that it 
is an exclusively religious organisation, some- 
thing like a Christian Mission .... It is not 
a Hindu Dharma Mahasabha, but a Hindu 
national Mahasabha As a national body, it 
will of course propagate and defend the Nation- 
al Hindu Church comprising each and all 
religions of Hindustani origin against any non- 
Hindu attack or encroachment. But the sphere 
of its activity is far more comprehensive than 
that of an exclusively religious body The 
Hindu Mahasabha' identifies itself with the 
National life of Hindustan m all its entirety, m 
all its social, economical, cultural and above all 
political aspects and is pledged to protect and 
promote all that contributes to the freedom and 
glory of the Hindu nation ” 

Mr Savarkar places the foundation of the 
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Hindu nation on two conditions firstly the 
retention o£ the name Hindustan as the proper 
name for India This name is preferred by 
him as it signifies the land of the Hindu His 
second condition is that Sanskrit should he 
retained as a sacred language. Hindi as a nation- 
al language and Nagri as the script of Hindudom 

Clarifying the Hindu position further on 
the question of Hindi or Hindustani he writes - 
This Sanskrit Nista Hindi has nothing to do 
with that hybrid the so-called Hindustani 
which is being hatched up by the Wardha 
Scheme It is nothing short of a linguistic monst 
rosity and must be ruthlessly suppressed Not 
only that but it is our bounden duty to oust out 
as ruthlessly all unnecessary alien words 
whether Arabic or English from every Hindu 
tongue whether provincial or dialectical.” Mr 
Savarkar insists on these two conditions as 
he thinks that Hindus arc a nation by them 
selves 

In support of his theory of a separate 
Hindu nation he argues m the following 
words — Only those nations have persisted to 
maintaining their National unity and identity 
during the last three or four centuries in Europe 
which had developed racial linguistic, culture 
and such other organic affinities in addition to 
their territorial unity or even at times mspito 
of it and consequently willed to be homo 
geneous national units — such as England 
France Germany Italy Portugal etc " 
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“Judged by any and all of these tests which 
go severally and collectively to form such a 
homogeneous and organic nation, m India we 
Hindus are marked out as an abiding Nation by 
ourselves Not only we own a common Father- 
land, a Territorial unity, but what is scarcely 
found anywhere else in the world, we have a 
common Holy Land which is identified with 
one common Fathei land This Bharat Bhumi, 
this Hindustan, India, is both our Fatherland 
and Holy Land Our patriotism is therefore 
doubly sure 

“Then we have common affinities. Cultur- 
al, Religious, Historical, Linguistic and Racial, 
which through the process of countries cen- 
turies of association and assimilation moulded 
us into a homogeneous and organic Nation and 
above all infused a will to lead a corporate and 
common National Life ” 

Mr Savarkar concludes his statement with 
clear words which admit of no ambiguity m 
meaning, He says, ‘‘We Hindus* inspite of a 
thousand ,and one differences within our fold, 
aie bound by such religious, cultural, historical, 
racial, linguistic and other affinities in common 
as to stand out as a definitely homogeneous 
people as soon as we are placed m contrast with 
any other non-Hindu people — say the English 
or Japanese or even the Indian Muslims That 
is the reason why ^to-day we Hindus from 
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Kashmere to Madras and Sindh to Assam will 
be a nation by ourselves. 

In face of the above lucid and frank ex 
position of the Hindu case as a separate nation 
there is not the least doubt to think that Mus 
lims form a separate nation by themselves In- 
deed in this respect both Mr Jmnah and Mr 
Savarkar are m full agreement. Both insist 
that there are two nations in India but they 
differ m regard to the conditions on which the 
two nations should live 

Dr Ambedkar thus criticises the attitude 
of Mr Savarkar in regard to Muslim demand 
for Pakistan “Mr Savarkar admits that Mus- 
lims are a separate nation He concedes that 
the> have a nght to cultural autonom> He 
allows them to have a national flog Yet he 
opposes the demand of the Muslim nation for a 
separate national home If he claims a nation 
al home tor the Hindu nation how can he 
refuse the claim of the Muslim nation for a 
national home ?** 

Continuing his argument. Dr Ambedkar 
says History records two wa%s as being open 
to a major nation to deal with minor nation 
when they arc citizens of the same country and 
are subject to the same constitution One w>ay 
is todcstro> the nationality of the minor nation 
and to assimilate it and absorb it into the major 
nation so as to make one nation out of the two 
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This is done by denying to the minor nation 
any right to language, religion and culture and 
by seeking to enforce upon it the language, 
religion and culture of the major nation The 
other way is to divide the country and to allow 
the minor nation a separate, autonomous and 
sovereign existence, independent of the major 
nation. Both these ways were tried m Austria 
and Turkey, the second after the failure of 
the first 

Dr Ambedkar advises the second course 
and warns" against the dangers resulting from 
the scheme of the Hindu Maha Sabha, as this 
will establish a swaraj m which there will be 
two nations under the mantle of one single 
constitution m which the major nation will 
be allowed to hold the minor nation m sub- 
ordination to itself He cites the instances 
of Austria, Czecho-Slovakia and Turkey which 
denied the right of selfdetermination to impor- 
tant nationalities within their state limits and 
hence fell an easy prey to foreign intrigues 
and internal desmtegration. 

Congress leaders, m their desire to pre- 
serve what they call India’s integrity, unity 
and indivisibility, emphasise the necessity of 
Hindu-Mushm unity, but they forget that 
“political unity is worthnothing if it is not 
the expression of real union ” Muslims have 
no desire to give up their individuality and 
merge into a common Indian nation.- Similarly 
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the Hindus have no real desire for unity or 
fusion as they are not prepared to lose contact 
with their past traditions and customs and 
to tolerate what they call alien institutions 
Where the will to unite is lacking political 
union under a single government cannot create 
it. As Dr Ambedkar sa>s I do not think 
that a permanent union can be made to depend 
upon the satisfaction of mere material inte 
rests” According to him, pacts may produce 
unity But that unity can never ripen into 
union " 

M Renan the famous French writer sup 
ports the same idea when he says “Community 
of interests is assuredly a powerful bond be 
tween men But nevertheless can interests 
suffice to make a nation? I do not behe\c it 
Community of interests make commercial 
treaties There is a sentimental side t6 
nationality it is at once body and soul Zoll 
verem is not a fatherland " 

James Bryce expresses his views in these 
words The permanence of an institution 
depends not merely on the material intc rests 
that support it but on its cqnformit\ to the 
deep rooted sentiment of the men for whom 
it is made” The strongest bond that alone 
can furnish a permanent guarantee for the 
union of two peoples is Religion and this bond 
is lacking in India Professor Marvin cmnha 
suing the part that Religion has placed in 
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preserving the unity of the Roman Empire, 
thus records his impressions, ‘'The unity of the 
Roman Empire was mainly political and milit- 
ary. It lasted for between four and five hund- 
red years. The unity which supervened in the 
Catholic Church was religous and moral and 
endured for a thousand years ” 

Bryce describes the unifying effect of 
Christianity as common religion m these words, 
“It is on religion that the inmost and deepest 
life of a nation rests ... The first lesson of 
Christianity was love, a love that was to join in 
one body those whom suspicion and prejudice 
and pride of race had hitherto kept apart. 
There was thus formed by the new religion 
a community of the faithful, a Holy Empire, 
designed to get all men into its bosom.” 


t 



2 REAL BASIS OF NATIONALISM 
IN INDIA 


With Hindus pan Hinduism is a virtue and 
pan Islamism a vice No better proof can be 
given of their inconsistency in argument than 
the presidential address of Mr Savarhar which 
was to have been delivered at the banned ses 
sion of the Hindu Mahaeabha at Bhagalpur 
Mr Savarkar calls upon all Hindus to realise 
the significance of the pan Hindu aspect in 
all future electoral campaigns and advises them 
to return onlv Hindu Mahasabha representa 
tives to the Legislatures so as to form in almost 
all provinces Hindu Sangathanist Ministries 
"pledged to safeguard Hindu interests openls 
and uncompromisingly He suggests even in 
the Hindu minority provinces powerful Hindu 
Sangathanist opposition parties to exercise "an 
effectue check on the Muslim Ministries to 
defeat their anti-Hindu aggressions. Mr 
Savarhar takes pride in the fact that it has been 
an outstanding achicscmentof the Hindu Maha 
sabha that it has already proved to be a formid- 
able opponent to the inordinate ambitions of 
the Muslims in genera! and the Muslim League 
in particular 

The absurdity of Mr Savarkar s position 
becomes quite clear when he condemns m the 
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j-arrc "■dure^ what ho cnl]<? pnn-Hl.imic ideals of 
the Muslim League and wains the Muslims that 
the noao ha< come when “tho\ should lealn-e in 
their own interests that they should .uu pt the 
mc\ liable and should cense amusing themsehes 
william nothings " as “tluw are in a minority 
and there is not the slightest chance now to ic- 
ducc the present majority of the Hindus in any 
appreciable measure " 

The piovocatue language of Mi Savaihar, 
instead of cairNing conviction to Muslims and 
inspiring their confidence, exasperates them all 
the more and haidcns their determination to 
seek libetarion from the domination oi a comm- 
unity which will be permanently hostile m its 
attitude and intentions to Muslim interests if 
it happens to won Purna bwnraj If it is a 
vntueto rally Hindus all o\cr India and even 
m those parts of Africa and Asia xvheie they 
have settled recently as labourers and traders, 
it is cquallv a strong virtue to work for the 
solidarity and union of Muslims all over the 
world If the Hindus inspite of their piofes- 
sions of pan-Hinduism can yet be considcied 
nationalists there is no reason why Muslims 
should be banned as communahsts when they 
display pan-Islamist leanings If religion is the 
strongest appeal which has today succeeded m 
uniting Hindus in this vast sub-continent of 
India as it never did in the past for common 
political ideals, it is also the strongest foice to 
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bring within in fold Muslims all over the world 
in the pursuit of common political aspirations. 

Undoubtedly the Hindu claim to nation- 
alism is based upon a common religious and 
cultural outlook and seeks further strength in 
the political ideals which it has borrowed from 
the West. In Europe religion has ceased to 
be a decisive factor in the gioupmg of nations 
as there is no conflict between one European 
State and another on the basis of religion This 
is a natural consequence of the fact that all 
the European nations have a common religious 
outlook on life There was a time when Europe 
was split up into hostile camps, led by Protes 
tant and Roman Catholic States But in course 
of time a spirit of toleration was developed 
and the sectarian differences which divided one 
Christian sect from another were recognised 
as different interpretations of the same religious 
order 

It is however a fact that Christian Europe 
has never tolerated so far the independent 
political existence of non-Chnstian States 
patticulary those established by Muslims. The 
latest example is how Albania, a small Muslim 
State north of Greece was conquered ancT 
brought under her iron heel by Italy No 
European statesman raised any protest in de 
fence of this victimised Muslim State as Europe 
has never recognised so far the right to self- 
determination of people other than Christians. 
Hence it is still true to say that where the 
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interests of Christians and Muslims have come 
into conflict, Europe has always bowed down 
before the force of religion 

This will be clearly illustrated by the policy 
which France the most democratic State of 
Europe, before the present war pursued in re- 
gard to Syria For centuries the Muslims and 
Christians had lived together m Syria as citi- 
zens of a cofiimon native land Though they 
differed in religion, yet they spoke the common 
- Arabic language and were descended from the 
same stock. But French statesman, in open 
defiance of the Muslim demand for a united 
republic split up the country into two separate 
states, Syria proper for the Muslims and Leba- 
non for the Christians 

The same tendency was evident when the 
British Government had to deal with the Arab 
case in Palestine But for the Muslim opposi- 
tion, Palestine would have been divided into 
an Arab State and "a Jewish State. 

To a student of History who has followed 
( the events of the past carefully, it is evident 
that Christian Europe has always kept the reli- 
gious question in the background when dis- 
putes arose between one Europen State and 
another, but it has given it the first considera- 
tion when dealing' with non-Christian States 
Russia, Erance and England frequently inter- 
fered m the past m theTnternal administrate 
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of Turkey m the interest of the Christian 
minorities of the Ottoman Empire. Russia 
and France in particular always claimed to be 
the protectors of the life and property of the 
Armenian and Syrian Christians respective]) 
Hence the obvious lesson from the past is that 
Religion has been a unifying force m a country 
in the growth of nationalism among the fol- 
lowers of the same religion but it has been a 
disruptive force among the followers of dif 
fetent religions 

The Hindus in India recognise religion as 
a unifying force when the question of the social 
economical and political solidarity of the Hindu 
community comes in but they begin to mini 
mise its effect and assign it a secondary place 
when the Muslims try to base their solidarity 
on religion One mav justl) ask a Hindu 
whnt considerations move a Drawdian 
Madrasi, a brown faced Bengalee and a tall and 
fair coloured Punjabi to claim a common na 
tionahty except the consciousness that thc> 
have a common bistorial and cultural past 
India is sacred to Hindus not because it is the 
home of Hindus and Muslims but because it is 
the brith place of their religion it is the land 
which has developed in the past the social 
customs and rites which now form Hinduism 
There is far greater affinity between two 
Hindus even though living in two remote 
corners of India on the basis of common rch 
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gious aspirations than can ever be dicamed 
of between a Hindu and a Muslim though 
living as close neighbours There is nothing 
common between a Punjabi and a Madrasi 
Hindu except that they aie united m their 
outlook on life by the ties of a common 
religion Racially, linguistically, physically, 
and geographically they are poles asunder 
The Punjabi is a puie representative of the 
Ary.rn stock, while the Madiasi belongs to the 
Dravidian, lace. Again the Punjabi speaks a langu 
age which aDiavidian will never agree to learn, 
as was evident from the recent agitation when 
he opposed the teaching of Hindi in schools 
Thus the two fundamental essentials of a 
nationality, ic common race and language, aie 
lacking among the Hindus living m different 
parts of India, but they are united by a common 
cultural outlook on life which has been the 
result of the Hindu system of religion. Har- 
dwar. Puri, Mathra, Dwarka are sacred to all 
Hindus, they all believe m the caste system, 
in the theory of birth and rebirth, in the 
doctrine of Karma and transmigration of souls , 
and all are at one m burning their dead and m 
observing a thousand other customs and ways 
which they have been practising from time 
immemorial. 

Westprn nationalism is the result of the 
correlation of different causes which have come 
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to work together Common religion race 
language and traditions have been the unifying 
forces in the National States of Europe but all 
these are lacking in India taken as a whole 
Here religion u the only link which unites the 
people m different provinces among themselves 
The Hindus of Bengal have nothing in common 
with those in Gujrat so far as their race 
language geography physical features dress and 
diet arc concerned but they still feel that they 
are one as an appeal to their commqn sentiment 
can be made through religion Thus if it is 
true to say that Hindu nationalism derives ics 
main force from religion it is equally true to 
say that Muslim nationalism can only become 
strong if it is based on religion A national 
movement, if it is genuine is essentially spiritual 
in character and can only be achieved through 
a common religion which m the icasc of a 
country like India is also responsible for comm 
on language and literature, common history 
and traditions common political ideals and 
aspirations. Hindus and Muslims in India arc 
divided into tv. o distinct groups on all major 
issues that normally separate one nation from 
another The mere fact that Hindu leaders 
condemn pan-Islaraism while encouraging pan 
Hinduism in itself furnishes a clear proof that 
Hindu-Muslim differences can never be rccon 
cilcd 
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Congress leaders, when arguing their case 
for independence of their own conception, 
forget that they have to reckon with a 100 
million Muslims who are equally interested m 
the achieving of independence m so far as it 
will affect their rights and interests Only the 
approach to the question is different 

For a Hindu whose nationalism is another 
name for Pan-Hinduism, it is easy to reconcile 
his conception, of independence and religion. 
There is no conflict in his mind as to his duties 
towards his country and Dharma Nationalism 
for him is synommous with the revival of 
ancient Hindu civilisation and all that Hindu- 
ism stands for It strengthens his desires to 
lay emphasis on those aspects of Hindu life 
which are m keeping with his past traditions 

He seeks inspiration from the example of 
Hindu heroes and divines who defended and 
fought forHmdu rights and interests m the past. 
Sivaji’s name for him is a symbol for the success- 
ful revolt of Hindus against the Mughul rule 
Pirthi Raj, Rana Partap Singh, Banda and a 
host of other Hindu warriors recall to his mind 
the days when Hindus struggled' for the pre- 
servation of their liberties from Muslim domm- 


j 
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ation. Mohammad bin Qasim Mahmud Ghaz- 
navi Shahab-ud-Dm Ghori Mohammad Ibnc 
Bakhoar and numerous other Muslim generals 
and kings are in his opinion maurauders and 
plunderers whose sole aim was to rob and des 
troy Hindu society 

Emphasis on Hindi is solely laid on the 
supposed ground that Urdu is a language of 
the Muslims and it becomes thus both a reli- 
gious and national duty for a Hindu to propa 
gate the Hindi language and literature. Untouch- 
ability is recognised as an evil not because 
the caste system itself which is primarily res 
ponsible for it is condemnablc but because it 
separates an important element from the fold 
of Hindu society and thus affects its political 
rights In fact the urge for the uplift of 
Harijans derives its main force from the fact 
that it is the only way to preserve Hindu do 
ruination in India A democratic system of 
Government implies a majority Government 
where the decisive factor on every important 
question is the counting of heads The re 
claiming of Hanjans m the Hindu fold is thus 
both a religious and national duty 

Non Violence is an important item in the 
Congress programme Its adoption as an article 
of faith serves religious as well as national 
interests Politically it is an effective weapon 
to disarm communal suspicion and to deceive 
the minorities as well as the world into bclicv 
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ing that Indian nationalism is passive in its 
object and its sole aim is the emancipation of 
India As Pt Nehru has said, “Ours is the 
nationalism of a subject people which is quite 
different from the aggressive nationalism of 
the West” 

But those who know that the Congress 
High Command was working like a Fascist 
Organisation under the dictatorship of Mr. 
Gandhi cannot accept Pt Nehru’s assurances 
Every national movement at the start of its 
career pretends to be non-aggressive, but as 
soon as circumstances favour it. it seeks expan- 
sion at the cost of its weaker neighbours 
Mr. Gandhi has so often said m the past that 
the Congress, being a non-violent organisation, 
should remain above suspicion and should never 
do a single act which may imply coercion on 
its part to dictate its terms, The essence of 
non-violence is to convert your enemy by an 
appeal to his reason and sentiment. But m 
. practice, the Congress has resorted to non* 
violence on occasions when its action, besides 
bringing it into conflict with the Government, 
was considered an open challenge by the Mus- 
lims as well- 

i 1 

There is no difference between violence 
and non-violence when the object is to overawe 
your adversary into submission. Suppose the 
Hindus under the guidance of Mr. Gandhi 
resolve to carry on a non-violent struggle 



22 


NATIONALISM 


against the Muslims with a view to force them 
to give up their demand for Pakistan Will 
it be defensible on moral ground ? Is it not 
possible for the struggle to develop even 
within the limits of non violence into an cco 
nomic and social boycott of Muslims in Mus- 
lim minority Provinces? Only some 2J rears 
back when there were disturbance mSind Mr 
Kirpalani threatened the economic boycott 
of Muslims if they would not come to their 
senses while the sage of y/ardah advised the 
mass emigration of Hindus if they could not 
defend themselves violently or non violently 

Mr Gandhi at first said to the Hindus of 
Sind If they hate not the capacity for non 
violent resistance they should learn the art of 
defending themselves It does not require a 
strong body it requires a stout heart, cowardice 
should have no place in the national dictionary " 
Subsequently when the Hindus protested 
against his advice of mass emigration he modi 
ficd it in the'e words “My advice is meant for 
those who though they arc conscious of self 
respect lack the strength that comes f"om 
non violence or the capacity to return blow 
for blow The advice was thus a direct incite 
ment to violence by Hindus and failing that 
they were to leave tnc country and seek 
protection with their Hindu co icbgionists m 
the rest of India The protagonists of a common 
India nation forget at the time that both 
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Muslims and Hindus according to his-professed 
conception, were an mcegial part of the Indian 
nation and he could not favour the one 
against the other. If the Hindus m Sind could 
claim his advice and sympathies, the Muslims 
were equally entitled to claim his attention 
as the root cause of the Sind disturbances lay 
m the aggressive attitude of Hindus towards 
Muslims 

It will be thus evident that Mr Gandhi’s 
non-violence has tailed to convince Muslims 
of its moral justification Far from disarming 
their suspicions it has roused their bitter hosti- 
lity towards it They consider it a cloak on 
the part of Congress to conceal its sinister 
motives of aggrandisement As the Hindus 
are weak m the military sense, they have no 
other alternative but to adopt it till such time 
that they are sufficiently organised for an 
armed rebellion 

The weapon, has served two purposes 
from the Hindu standpoint. It has consoli- 
dated Hindu society on the basis of a new 
creed which m the bands of a clever politician 
like Mahatma Gandhi has been given the force 
of a religion Mr Gandhi is never tired of 
proclaiming that he will change the existing 
order through his creed of non-violence. The 
more he lays emphasis on it, the more it is 
proved to be a part and parcel of the Hindu 
Dharma. 



24 


NATIONALISM 


The second advantage from the Hindu 
point is that non-Violenec has practically cur 
bed the martial spurt of the Muslims in the 
Frontier Province and has removed the danger 
of an effective resistance from the Pathans 
once Congress rule is established in India 
If you keep on infusing into the minds of 
people bred up in military traditions and acqu- 
ainted with the use of arms that their rights can 
best be defended by non v lence that it is a 
sin to fight violently for the protection of 
their rights and that they should look to Mr 
Gandhi alone for guidance and advice in all 
political matters you arc actually turning them 
into cowards and isolating them from past tra 
ditions The Hindus have nothing to lose by 
the adoption of non violence for they have re- 
mained a subject race so long that they cannot 
learn the art of self defence through violence in 
a day They must have a period of training 
before wresting power and this they can only 
do by uniting and consolidating on the basis of 
common allegiance to Mr Gandhi 

Tho world is led to believe that Mr 
Gandhi is a pacifist and hates all wars the 
Congress is a non-violent organisation and is 
stming for independence without causing 
bloodshed and loss of life and properly in the 
country The Goscrnmcnt is told that Mr 
Gandhi will not purchase his country s free- 
dom by \ lolcncc that the Congress wants a tiue 
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democracy on the basis of non-violence, that 
India’s independence is meant to help the 
allied Nations and m the common good of all 
classes of people The Muslims are told that the 
Congiess has no ill-will towards the minorities, 
that the absolute protection of* their rights is a 
greater concern of the Congress than of the 
Government, and that after the attainment of 
independence their differences with Hindus 
will be settled through a Constituent Assembly 
or m case of disagreement by arbitration. 

All these are fair promises, which are deli- 
berately made to disarm opposition for the time 
being. The real intentions of the Hindus aie 
evident from the open declaration of Hindu 
Mahasabha leaders that Swaraj means Hindu 
Raj where Muslims will be treated as the Jews 
were in Germany The Congress professes 
the same thing but in a different way Mr 
Patel recently said that no constitution would 
be acceptable to the Congress unless it was 
based on the theory ot a single nation Mr 
Gandhi refuses to confer with Mr. Jmnah as a 
Hindu as His Hinduism "includes all religions ” 
The Congress has committed itself to India’s 
unity, integrity and indivisibility m a special 
resolution and has closed the door for the con- 
- sideration of Muslim political aspirations Its 
opposition to Rajaji was mainly based on the 
, ground that he pleaded the right of self-deter- 
mination for Muslims. 
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It is clear that m face of such an uncom 
promising and aggressive attitude on the part 
of Hindus Muslims can never agree to accept 
their domination The League has given them 
a new hope a new ideal and a new programme 
m life Pakistan has furnished them an ideal 
which reconciles their religious and national 
sentiments There is no longer any conflict m 
their mind as to their duty towards their coun- 
try and their religion. Muslim homelands 
lie m two distinct Zones of India in the 
North-West and North East, and the liberation 
of these from the British as well as Hindu domi- 
nation is the be-all and end” all of their efforts 
The rest of Hindu India is no concern of theirs 
to defend or fight for just as it is no concern 
of Hindus to fight for the attainment of Pokis 
tan by Muslims. 

If the Congress fight for independence is 
viewed in this light, their true motives will bo 
easily understood So long as Congress claims 
to represent the whole of India as the home 
of a single nation and does not care to assure 
the Muslims of their right to self determine 
tion its fight for independence can onK be 
interpreted as a fight for Hindu domination 
and hence it v, ill fail to enlist Muslim s>mpj 
thies But if the Congress cares for a mint 
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fight, it must have a final settlement with 
Muslims as an essential condition precedent 
to freedom and give up the use of such provok- 
ing slogans as “Freedom will lead to unity.’* 
Nothing but civil war will result if the Con- 
gress undertakes direct action m defiance of 
Muslim aspirations 



30 


NATIONALISM 


promotion of industries could appeal to the 
people to prefer unit) to disintegration 

The collapse of the Empire at the end of 
the Great War gave birth to a tremendous 
outburst of nationalism among all its national 
groups Czecho Slovakia Hungary and Austria 
became independent national states while parts 
of the Dual Monarchy were merged in the 
new Stares of Poland and Yugo-Slawa and 
the old State of Rumania 

It is evident to a student of history that the 
problem of Austro Hungarian Empire could be 
tackled m a different way as well The various 
national groups could have been federated so 
as to form a federal State with complete pro- 
vincial autonomy to federating parts The 
ground work for this alreadv existed in the 
very name of the empire which was known as 
a Dual Monarch) with Austria and Hungary 
as its main parts The various peoples Czechs, 
Slovaks Poles Croats, Slavoncsc Rumanians 
Magyars and Germans all enjoyed a sort of 
provincial autonomy and were represented in 
the central parliaments to Vienna and Budapest 
The erapuc was united for defence and foreign 
affairs under the House of Hapsburg but for all 
other purposes both Austria and Hungary 
enjoyed complete independence 

The advantages for federation might have 
outweighed those for separation but the 
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various peoples preferred the maxim. “Better a 
bad government by your own people than a 
good government by otheis ” The people were 
encouraged in their demand for separation by 
the principle of self-determination which had 
been accepted in the Veisailles Conference for 
the settlement of claims of minorities living m 
compact areas and capable of forming indepen- 
dent States 

The Turkish Empire too was a collection 
of many nationalities Nationalism proved a 
disruptive force here as well. In vain did the 
Young Turks try to create a national conscious- 
ness among the various peoples They set up 
a Committee of Union and Progress and pro- 
mised equal rights to Christians, Jews, and 
other non-Turkish races 

The movement for unity at first spread 
among all classes of people The Jew and the 
Greek fraternised with the Turk and even 
financed the movement. In the first national 
parliament of Turkey, the representatives of 
all religious and racial groups were summoned, 
and a new constitution was proclaimed which 
promised protection of religion, language and 
culture as well as full share m the enjoyment 
of political and civic rights to Muslims and 
~ non-Muslims alike. The experiment however, 
failed as it was bound to fail 

The Arabs, the Armenians the Greeks, 
the Kurds and other minorities kept on mtrigu- 
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ing for separation and did not rest content till 
Turkey was reduced to its original homeland of 
Asia Minor where the Turks formed a majority 
of the population Here too the minority 
problem confronted Turkey Besides 9i million 
Turks in Asia minor there were a million each 
of Greeks Armenians and Kurds It was the 
presence of these minorities that was primarily 
responsible for the decision of the Allies to 
hand over Smyrna ,'and ns hinterland to Greece 
and to create an independent state of Armenia 
m the east It was not until the Greeks and 
Armenians had cither been dm en or exchanged 
in population that Turkey became a truly homo- 
geneus state 

Even non Turkey has to face trouble from 
time to time m the Eastern border where a 
million Kurds live 

It is interesting to note hore that Pandit 
Jawabarlal Nehru feels sympathy for the poor 
lot of these Kurds and rushes to sec an indc 
pendent Kurdish state Beyond India a Cong 
rcss nationalist is prepared to support ail 
mouments for separation and independence 
though they may stand no comparison ruth a 
similar movement which the Indian Muslims arc 
sponsoring under Pakistan and other national 
schemes but inside India be swll deny the 
existence of any but a single nation ' 

In a resolution passed by the Bengal Cong 
ressitcs under the guidance of Bose Brothers 
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die Congress invoked the pi maple of self- 
determination as applied m die case of Sudetan 
Germans and claimed its application for India 
as a whole. One could casih understand the 
sympathy of Congress leadeis with the budetan 
Germans who persisted in their separation des- 
pite the assmances of full protection of all 
their political, economic, and cultural rights, 
but one fails to understand \\h\ the 
Indian Muslims arc depnved of the light to 
determine their future and aic being foiced to 
accept the idea of a common nationality The 
example of Kurds, whom Pandit Jawaharlnl 
Nehiu so much admires for their struggle foi 
independence, all the more inspires Muslims to 
follow m their wake 

If the Kurds cannot remain content with 
Turkey, and continue to press for their inde- 
pendence on religious and national grounds, 
the Indian Muslim has still greater grounds for 
the justification of his cause The Kurd is a 
staunch Muslim and he is mainly opposed to 
Turkish rule because he considers it irreligious 
It is this motive which united the political and 
religious leaders of the Kurds to rise against 
Turkey frequently. 

Now I quote here from Pt. Jawaharlal 
Nehru who thus states the Kurdish case in 
“The Glimpses of World History.” 

“Out of altogether 30 lacs of Kurds nearly 
half still lived in Turkey proper A modern 
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nationalist movement had begun there soon 
after the Young Turk Revolution of 1^08 
Even at the Versailles Peace Conference 
Kurdish representatives had demanded national 
independence 

It is clear however that religious ortho- 
doxy had much to do with the rising and it is 
equally clear that Kurdish nationalism had also 
much to do with it. Probably the nationalist 
motive was the strongest 

"Kemal Pasha crushed the Kurds without 
pity and set up special Tribunals of Indepen- 
dence The Kurdish leaders Sheikh Said and 
Doctor Fuad and many others were executed 
They died with the plea for the independence 
of Kurdistan on their lips 

So the Turks who had recently been 
fighting for their freedom crushed the Kurds 
who sought theirs It is strange how a defcn 
sivc nationalism develops into an aggrcssnc 
one and a fight for freedom becomes one for 
domination over others. In 1929 there was a 
rcsolt of the Kurds and again it was crushed 
for the time being at least But how can one 
crush for c\cr a people who insist on freedom 
and arc prepared to pay the price for it 

This shedding of crocodile tears for the 
cause of Kurdish independence docs not im 
press an Indian Muslim The Kurds are an 
insignificant minority of a million in Turkey 
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the\ do not occup\ ,i compact area v'lth distinct 
gcogiaohieal Imutv, ;hc> art' alined of full 
political and economic lights m the Ttukidi 
State Their religion and culture stand m no 
danger in Tuike\ the Tmks are Muslim hy 
religion. 

One thing howevci !•> Near* If the mo\e- 
ment for Kurdish independence can ho termed 
a modern national movement as Ft Jnwahailnl 
behoves it to he, then the scpmation mo\ement 
of Indian Muslim** is a thousand time? men e a 
national movement The lot of Indian Muslims 
will be fai voisc than those of Kinds if they 
v. cic forced to accept, the idea of a single com- 
posite nationally 

Now T turn to Russia Here too. growth 
of nationalism at first coincided with the policy 
of Russification which the Czais had encourag- 
ed but. m course of time disruptive tendencies 
arose. The peoples of the Western bordei, 
Finns, Esthonmns, Latvians, Lithuanians and 
Poles clamoured for independence and finally 
succeeded in breaking off on the collapse o 
the Russian Empire Those still left m the o d 
Russian Empire, could no longer find any 
inspiration in the old idea of nationalism and 
developed a new cult, popularly known as 
Bolshevism, to unite the heterogenous elements 
of the Russian population. In fact the Bolsh- 
evik success was entirely due to their open 
discouragement of nationalism. The new appeal 
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was based upon the common interests of the 
workers and peasants in all parts of the world 

The present day Soviet Russia is still not 
a national State in theory nor do the various 
peoples there have any faith m the idea of a 
single composite nationality as the Congress 
propagates in India The Muslims in Turhis 
tan and Tran; Caucasia could nc\cr ha\c 
accepted the Soviet regime if the Bolshevik 
leaders had laid emphasis on nationalism 

The Soviet Constitution recognises all the 
national groups has given them complete pro- 
vincial autonomy fn their rcspcctiv e areas and 
has constituted a Council of nationalities in 
the Centre to safeguard the interests of various 
groups Further the constitution recognises 
the right of each group for separation if its 
interests so demand Despite however the 
protection of the cultural and economic inter 
csts of the various minorities in Russia, they 
arc not yet contented 

The Muslims who form a national group 
of 18 millions in Central Asia and are one b> 
language race and religion hav e been split up 
into five small Soviet republics to counteract 
the growth of nationalism and movement for 
reparation among them The Russians still 
arc united under the Rusian Federated Repub- 
lic which claims more than 75 per cent of area 
and population It is this artificial device 
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which has made the working of Soviet macln- 
neiy smooth and possible Out of the 11 
constituent republics of Soviet Russia, six are 
Muslim republics but these are helpless against 
the Russam Federated Republic as they have 
not so far been allowed to merge into a single 
united republic From the examples of the 
Austro-Hungarian, Turkish and Russian Em- 
pires, it is obvious that nationalism, instead of 
proving a unifying force, has been disruptive 
m its effect The separatists in these countries 
could not be condemned as being narrow and 
communal m their outlook, nor could the idea 
of a common nationality be enforced upon them 
against their wishes 

The lesson of past history is that nation- 
alism has failed to unite a people who are 
divided by race, religion or historic tradi- 
tions. We are most often acquainted with 
the growth of nationalism on the basis of 
race or historic traditions* and have con- 
sequently- ignored religion as also one of 
the decisive factors m forming a nation 

Our misunderstanding is primarily due 
to the fact that the Western nations are 
all one by religion and are united by a 
common outlook on life Religion has 
ceased to be a force for the^n as it 
no longer conflicts m their case with other 
religions 

There was, however, a r time when 
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religion was a decisive force m Europe' 
In Spain the Muslims and Christians lived 
for over 700 years together but they were 
only welded into a common nation when 
Muslims had either been forcibly consorted or 
driven out. 

In the various Balkan States Muslims 
and Christians lived together for centuries 
under Turkish rule but with the rise of 
modern nationalism Muslims were deprived 
of all political share in the new States 
and assigned the status of minorities Similar 
was the fate of Muslims in Russia 

Nationalism in pre-War Russia was under 
stood to mean a national State of Christian 
Russians who were to dominate the Muslims 
and Jews as subject people Europe does not 
furnish a single example where In the past 
attempts were es er made by a Christian State 
to admit the Muslims to equal political 
rights even though they were of the same 
stock and blood os the native Christians 
were Thus where Eurojac has failed despite 
its professions of liberalism and toleration to 
furnish a single example of a composite 
Christian Muslim State coming into existence 
India with its disersitv of races religions and 
languages has no chance to desclop into a 
national State Europe missed three clear 
opportunities of welding together Christian 
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and Ma'slims in Spain, the Balkan States, 
and Russia and on each occasion the aggressors 
were the Christian nationalists who had 
made nationalism a close preserve of Chris- 
tianity- 

Even now where conflicts of religion are 
common, nationalism has failed to make its 
way The Kurds and Armenians belong to 
the same stock and speak the same language, 
yet it is religion alone which has kept a 
dividing line between the two communities 
The Irish in Roman Catholic Ireland and those 
in Ulster are only divided into two separate 
States on. account of religion. The Muslim 
Bulgars in Bulgaria form more than 10 per 
cent of the population and yet they have 
not been reconciled with the Christian rule 
and would even now welcome a return to 
Turkey if that were possible for them Thus 
religion is always the strongest force in deter- 
mining national consciousness wherever re- 
presentatives of two different religions come 
into contact m a fairly large area and 
have distinct culture, history and traditions 
of their own 

Europe for the most part never saw the 
clash of religions, so it was possible for it 
to develop recial or territorial States. In 
Southern Europe where the possibility of 
Christians and Muslims developing into com- 
posite nations presented itself, in Spam, the 
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Balkan Peninsula, and parts of Italy aggressnc 
wave of Christian nationalism suppressed it 
once for all and all Muslim influence was 
finally extirpated 

Here it is necessary to refute an ob 
jection as to whether change of religion 
implies change of nationality If nationhty 
is determined by religion change of religion 
certainly implies change of nationality But 
if m a country like England it is determined 
by racial and other historic factors then 
change of religion may not imply a change 
of nationality as understood in the nest, but 
it does imply a fundamental change if the new 
convert is a Muslim ^ 

An Englishman by accepting Islam docs 
find an esscmal change in his complete out- 
look on life He is no longer permitted to 
intermarry or even interdinc with lus Christian 
countrymen if he suspects pork being scried 
He cannot transfer his property to a Christian 
nor can he support his Government if it 
carries on a war of aggression against a 
Muslim State. He has far greater sympathies 
for Muslims of other parts of the world 
than even his own relatives who arc Chris 
tians He may under necessity be called an 
Englishman but in reality he is the member 
of a higher nation the Islamic Brotherhood 
which recognises no geographical limits or the 
bars of colour race or language 
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Mahatma Gandhi is misinformed in sup- 
possmg that a Muslim can be persuaded or 
compelled to subordinate the interests of 
• his community, which has a distinct cul- 
ture and outlook on life, to those of an 
aggressive kind of nationalism which m 
practice-means the domination of Hindu cul- 
ture and thought. 

In India, there is not merely the clash of reli- 
gions m the narrow sense of the word, there is 
clash m every aspect of life, political, social, 
cultural and economic. 

Here is the evidence of the Simon 
Commission Report, which thus describes Hm- 
du-Muslim differences : 

“It would be utter misapprehension to 
suppose that Hmdu-Muslim antagonism is an- 
alogous 'to the separation between religious 
denominations m contemporary Europe, Dif- 
ferences of race, a different system of law, 
and the absence of inter-marriage constitute 
a far more effective barnar It is a basic 
opposition manifesting itself at every turn 
m social custom and economic competition as 
well as m mutual religious antipathy ” 
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Mr Gandhi m an article in the 
“Hanjan" blows cold and hot in the same 
breath He admits that “the Muslims must 
have the same nght of self determination that 
the rest of India has. We are at present a 
joint family An> member may claim a divi- 
sion His inconsistency however becomes 
apparent when he assumes the role of a high 
prophet for Muslims and calls the two nation 
theory an untruth To repeat his own words 
But I do not believe that Muslims when it 
comes to a matter of actual decision will ever 
want vivisection. Their good sense will pre 
vent them their self-interest will deter them 
and their religion will forbid the obvious 
suicide which partition would mean The two- 
nation theory is an untruth " In the end he 
warns the Muslims against “the untruth that is 
being propagated amongst them He says 
“This warning is a dut> because I have faith 
fully served them in their hour of need and 
because Hindu Muslim umt> has been and is 
ray life s ambition.* 

An attempt will be made hereto examine 
the arguments advanced b> Mr Gandhi to prove 
how fa tht> are< based on real facts The 
first argument is that ' the vast majority 
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of Muslims of India aic converts to Islam or 
nrc descendant^ ot comeiis Thc\ did not be- 
come a separate nation as soon as ihe\ become 
comerts,” What Mi Gandhi means to saj in 
plain woius ks that change ol icligion does not 
imply change of n.inonahn. According to 
him. people observing different jehgions can 
lematn members of the same nation. 

He has, however. lost eight of two import- 
ant facts Firstly, the conception in the icla* 
tions between icligion and nntionnhtv differs 
m the East from that in the West. Religion 
is considcicd not merely icligion, in the strict 
sense as understood m the West, by a Hindu 
or a Muslim, hut a complete social code which 
affects all the activities of life. In Islam, reli- 
gion is the motive spung of all actions in life. 
A Muslim of one countrv has fai moic sympa- 
thies with a Muslim living m another country 
than with a non-Muslim living m the same 
country 

The Prophet of Arabia (blessed be his soul) 
loved Balal, an Ethiopian, more than his own 
kindred who had not }et accepted Islam Even 
now an Indian Muslim feels fat more stirred 
b3 r the distress of his Muslim brothers beyond 
India than by a similar calamity affecting non- 
Muslims m India does not imply that Islam 
teaches indifference towards other religions, 
but it is simply a proof of the brotherhood of 
Islam wherein all those holding similar views 
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develop an identical interest in the future out- 
look on life and consequently are moved to 
feel a genuine sympathy in the welfare of 
Muslims in general 

How this force of religion can be exercised 
m opposition to the idea of nationality can 
be explained by a typical example A German 
nationalist will take pride in the exaltation of 
his own country and will spare no efforts to 
advance its interests, though they may directly 
result in doing hatm to another country But 
if he becomes a convert to Islam and he is 
true to his religion he will have to modifv 
this conception of nationality so far as his rela 
aons are concerned with Muslims If his 
country wages a war with a Muslim country 
for aggressive purposes it shall be his religious 
duty no matter what the dictates of nationality 
may demand to oppose his country as far as 
it lies m his power and to withhold all active 
support from it. Thus the mere conversion 
of a German to Islam tremendously affects hts 
relations with the Muslims in general 

Mr Gandhi should know that in cases 
where there is a conflict between duty towards 
religion and duty towards nation a Muslim will 
always prefer the former and discard the role of 
a nationalist in the broader interests of Islam 
A Muslims cannot reconcile his allegiance 
permanently to the theory of a single nation 
wherein he is requited to merge his identity and 
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lose contact with lus religion as a dominating 
force oi with the Muslim in other parts of the 
w orld 

The second point which Mi Gandhi has 
ignored is that lehgion alone is a cohesive 
foice for the idea oJ nationahn In countries 
where the allegience oi people isdiwdcd on 
the basis of religion, the idea of a single nation- 
ahty has novel finally succeeded In Geimany, 
rhe Christians and Jews have lived togcthei 
for centuries and yet they . ha\c failed to weld 
together into a single nation The Nazis have 
only recently disco\ered a remedy, by con- 
centrating Jews in a separate homeland in the 
central part of Poland. 

The Muslims and Christans lived together 
for more than 800 \cars m Spam and yet the 
idea of a single nationality could not be de- 
veloped It was only when the Muslims had 
been dnvcn out of the country or had been 
forcibly converted to Christianity that the 
modern Spanish nation came into existence 

Very often in the fold of the same religion, 
marked differences in views have led to the 
division of a nation into two or more parts 
In Ireland the Protestant Ulster men arid the 
Roman Catholic Irishmen do not wish to form 
a common national State. The Dutch and the 
Belgians are very small peoples who could easily 
be united into a single nation but it was mainly 
the religious differences that led to the final 
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separation of the two countries The Belgians 
are Roman Catholic by religion and the 
Dutch are Protestants The present conce- 
ption of nationality in Europe does not lay 
emphasis on religion as this factor acts un 
noticed as a unifying force in every European 
state and docs not come in conflict with the 
other interests of the people in general 

Europe has not so far tolerated the govern 
mentof any other nation unless it be Christian 
by religion Islam came into contact with 
Christians in various parts of Europe and 
established successful governments in Spam 
South Italy and Sicily the Balkan Peninsula 
and Southern Russia So long as the aggressive 
wave of Christian nationalism was held in 
abeyance the Muslims managed to preserve 
their religion and culture, but with the re 
generation of Modern Europe in the 16th 
century a general crusade began against Muslim 
settlers in all parts of Europe The Pope as 
head of the Roman Catholic Church supported 
the Spanish Inquisition and other measures for 
the extirpation of Muslim influence from Eu 
rope while the Ctars of Russia as heads of the 
Greek Catholic Church drove out Muslims 
from the Southern provinces and cxcrcned a 
reign of complete tyranny oxer those Muslims 
who were still left under Russian rule In fact 
tho Muslims were never considered as equal in 
status to Christians and were deprived of the 
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common rights of citizenship. Thus where 
Christian Europe has failed, m spite of its pro- 
fessions of liberalism, to evolve a common 
nationality with Muslims or Jews, how can the 
Muslims tmst, m face of this bitter experience 
of the past, that the Hindus will piove more 
generous and will extend to them an equal 
status in political, economic and social aspects 9 

There are far more grounds for the Mus- 
lims to mistrust Hindus than Christians Inter- 
marrying and inter-dining were a possibility 
between a Muslim and Cnnstian, while both 
religions recognise no untouchability or caste 
system Again in their future outlook on life, 
in their conception of kingdom of God and 
brotherhood of man, in their belief m Revealed 
’ Religions and m various other ways there are 
far closer affinities between the two, but it is 
the plain verdict of History that Christianity 
m Europe has never tolerated Islam under its 
government while Muslims in their countries 
have preserved intact the various Christian 
nationalities 

The Christian Copts m Egypt, the Armeni- 
ans in Turkey, the Jews in Palestine have lived 
under Muslim rule for more than a thousand 
years without a break, and yet during all this 
time they were treated as separate nationalities 
entitled to full rights along with Muslims. 
Can there be a single example where a Muslim 
minority has been treated m a European cou 
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with equal magnanimity? The fate of Mus 
lims in Albania and South Russia is even now 
an eye opener The Muslims in these countries 
are beihg rapidly extirpated and replaced by 
Italian and Russian settlers 

Who can say that the Hindus m a future 
India where they will ha\e the full rights of 
a sovereign power at the Centre may not 
repeat the same tactics and colonise those spar 
sely populated Muslim parts of India where 
there is yet abundant scope for surplus popula 
tion ? The peaceful penetration of the Hindu 
Bania under British protection is even now 
steadily progressing in rhe pure Muslim 
areas of the Noth West. In cities like Bannu 
Dera Ghazi Khan and Quetta where the sur- 
rounding districts arc purely inhabited by Mus 
lims Hindus still dominate the urban life in 
ever increasing numbers and control all the 
venues of profit and trade Unless the Mus 
lims press for separation immediately from the 
rest of India there is danger that the future 
Federal Government may take up the question 
of migration m its own hands and finance 
schemes of colonisation in Sind and the Punjab 
with a view to settle the starving people of 
Rajputana or the growing surplus population 
of the United Provinces in these areas 

Mr Gandhi advances his second argument 
on the basis of affinity of language dress food 
ctc„ between a Muslim and a Hindu He 
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writes thus, “A Bengali Muslim speak the 
same tongue that a Bengali Hindu does, eats 
the same food, has the same amusements as 
his Hindu neighbour They dress alike I 
have often found it difficult to distinguish 
by outward sign between Bengali Hindu and 
a Bengali Muslim The same phenomenon is 
observed more or less in the south among 
the poor who constitute the masses of India ” 

Here again the Mahatma relies upon pre- 
mises which are illusory, Affinity of language, 
dress, food, etc , alone does not form a sure 
basis, for the growth of a single nation It can 
be proved by various instances from Europe 
that these conditions exist m a far more effec- 
tive manner among the people inhabiting the 
various parts of Europe and yet they are sepa- 
rate nations "The French and the Italians,” 
in the words of M Bonner, “are linked by ties 
of blood, culture and religion,” and yet they are 
poles asunder politically The Portuguese and 
the Spaniards are both descended from the 
same stock, live m the same country with 
natural sea-boundaries on three sides and the 
mountain frontier on one side, speak allied 
languages of the same origin, and have had a 
common historical past for over 700 years 
under Muslim rule Both these peoples are 
Roman Catholic by religion, observe common 
social customs and traditions and have deve- 
loped ocmmon economic interests In colonic 



50 


NATIONALISM 


ing South America in liberating their countrv 
from the Muslim yoke and for carrying on a 
relentless war against Muslim States their 
interests never clashed in the 16th and 17th 
centuries, and yet they have failed to develop 
into a united national State 

Like the Indian peoples they were united 
against what they regarded as their common 
danger in the rising power of Islam and they fou- 
ght side by side with this object in \ie\\ But as 
soon as they were freed from Muslim rule, they 
developed separate national States of their own 
If the threat of common danger could not 
unite two sister communities of the same reli- 
gion race and culture, there is no reason how 
the common fight against British Imperialism 
could unite the Indian peoples once for all 
Independence no doubt was the goal of the 
Portuguese and Spaniards n hen they tought 
against their Muslim masters, but once this 
goal was achieecd they turned to defend their 
respective interests and were not reconciled 
till they were finally separated in national 
States of their own 

So far as food dress amusements etc- arc 
concerned there is practically no difference 
between one European and another or c\cn 
between a German and an Englishman ^ou 
cannot recognise by personal appearance 
whether a certain European is an Englishman 
French German or Italian unless you enquire 
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it from him Even a modern Tuik will not 
be recognised on account of his European 
dress, unless he declares it so The real test 
of nationality is not an outward sign which 
-may or' may not exist, but the desire on the 
part of the members of a nation to group 
themselves under a separate government of 
their own, provided they aie a compact 
majority m a compact part of land No geo- 
graphical frontiers or administrative difficul- 
ties can stand as permanent obstacles m the 
way of the natural desire of a people to deter- 
mine their own government 

/ 

The oneness of India to-day is an artificial 
creation of British rule for its own imperial 
interests So even m the past whenever the 
unity of India was achieved under the rule of 
a king, ft was only meant for imperialistic pur- 
poses The fact that India is a single geogra- 
phical unit at present, does not mean that it 
cannot be split up into two or more States. Are 
not the Iberian Peninsula, Scandinavia, the 
Balkan Peninsula, and European Russia single 
geographical units ? And yet all of them are 

the homes of two or more nations 

1 

Mr Gandhi in an emotional mood writes 
_ in another place “And is Islam such an ex- 
clusive religion as the Qaid-i-Azam would have 
it ? Is there nothing in common between Islam 
and Hinduism or any other religion ? Or is 
Islam merely an enemy of Hinduism.” Here ' 
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again he has deliberate!}’ tried to mislead the 
situation The Christian Armenians and 
Muslim Kurds have lived together for centu- 
ries speak the same language eat the same food 
wear the same dress and observe many com 
mon social customs and yet the} are not pte 
pared to live under the rule of people other 
their own or to weld together into a single 
nation The Armenians have been given a 
separate homeland in the new republic of 
Armenia This however does not mean that 
Islam is an enemy of Christianity or that there 
is nothing m common between a Muslim and 
a Christian 

The issue before the Muslims is whether 
in an} country or compact part of a countr} 
where they arc a solid majority they should 

S ave the status of an independent nation 
r a mere majont} depending upon the 
Jood will and protection of others Muslim 
fnstorv has given one and only one reply 
to this question The Muslims will never 
forego their majont' rights or even their 
ndividuaht} as Muslims for any consideration 
lowever weighty it may be 

Take the case of a small country like 
Albania in Europe The Muslims form a 
najonty of 70;b in Albania As long os 
heir interests were secure under the Turkish 
Umpire they remained content but once 
his Empire collapsed and they were left to 



ONE-NATION MYTH EXPOSED 


53 


their fate, they decided to form an inde- 
pendent State of their own and chose a 
Muslim Kmg, though they had far greater 
chances of security and protection if they 
had merged into the Sebian or Greek na- 
tions with whom they had much in common. 
They, however, steadily refused these con- 
siderations and preferred to lose their inde- 
pendence rather than give up their identity 
as a separate Muslim people The Italian 
rule which has ushered in a reign of tyranny 
has failed to curb their spirit. 

Exactly has been the case of Muslims 
m Chinese Turkistan. They are a helpless 
minority of three millions m the Chinese 
Empire, but, as they are settled in a com- 
pact province they have never been content 
with Chinese rule and have ever been on 
the look out for an opportunity to declare 
their independence It is only the fear of 
Russian aggression from the west and the 
status quo policy of British Imperialism in 
Central Asia which has suppressed so far the 
Muslim aspirations for independence. 

To think that the Muslims will be 
)- content with the status ot a minority m 
the North-West and the North-East of India, 
where they form a majority of over 70% 
m population, is simply belying the lessons 
of Muslim History. If the 50 millions of 
Afghans, Persians and Turks can maintain 
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their separate independent existence, unintet 
fered with by others the Muslims with a 
population of 60 millions in their two predom- 
inant Zones In India have equal rights to claim 
their independence 

The principle of territorial nationality 
lends an additional support to Muslim claims 
in these regions The Muslims fail to under- 
stand the advantages which they can have 
by owing allegiance to a greater India where 
the Hindu majority will be permanently 
placed m power Can Mr Gandhi suggest 
what will be the substitute for the loss of 
independent political power which the Mus 
Urns will suffer by placing Muslim Pros inccs 
under Hindu domination ? How will the 
Muslims be reconciled to the loss of full 
control over the vita! organs of a national 
state 1 e army navy air means of com 
raunications foreign affairs finance if these 
arc finally transferred to a Central Govern 
ment where the Muslims will always be in 
a minority ? If a similar situation arose in 
another country say in the Iberian Penin 
sula and the Portuguese were asked to 
merge their identity into a bigger Spanish 
nation for the sake of unity democracy and 
cdcration would the Portuguese eser accept it? 
1 leave the answer to Mr Gandhi 

Muslims can easily follow the advice of 
Mr Gandhi m provinces where they are a 
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minority. They will willingly agree to remain 
content as members of a Hindu national State 
as long as their religious and cultural interests 
are protected Muslim minorities have lived 
in the past m various parts of the world on 
the best of terms with the members of other 
religions But they have never accepted the 
role of a minority whenever, m view of their - 
numbers or physical strength, they felt them- 
selves strong enough to from an independent 
Muslim State This fact should always be 
borne in mind when dealing with Muslim pro- 
blem in' India 

Mr Jmnah has done a real service to 
Islam by presenting before the Muslims the 
ideal of a separate independent nation which 
m due course will lead to the formation of 
two sovereign States on the eastern and wes- 
tern borders of Hindu India This movement 
for independent Muslim states m India will 
give a tremendous encouragement to similar 
movements m China and Russia where Muslims 
have so far been assigned the status of 
minorities. 

In Central Asia, Muslims are a majority of 
90% out of a population of 20 millions and yet 
at present they are kept under subjection by 
the Chinese and Soviet Governments 

Islamic political problems are everywhere 
of an allied nature Liberation of one Muslim 
country will- directly affect another The fate 
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of Muslims in India will have direct repercus- 
sions in other parts of the world particularly 
in the Western Provinces of China and 
central Asia where Muslims are in a majority 
Acceptance of minority status within the sub 
Continent of India will besides sealing once for 
all the fate of 90 million Muslims in India lead 
to permanent enslavement of 30 millions of 
Muslims in Soviet Russia and 50 millions m 
Western China. 

It is quite natural to suppose that if India 
achieves independence as a united country 
under the aegis of Congress, it will enter in 
future into permanent alliance with China and 
Russia so as to keep the Muslims in the three 
countries under permanent domination The 
creation of an independent Muslim State in 
Central Asia will always be viewed with suspi 
cion by the future Congress Government in 
India as this will lead to the movement for 
separation among the Muslims m India as wclL 
It is thus a great tribute to the statesmanship 
of Mr Jinnah that he has foreseen the future 
so clearly and has set m motion forces which 
will ultimately promote the cause of Muslim 
independence in India China, Central Asia and 
parts of Southern Russia 



t 6. DANGERS OF AGGRESSIVE 
NATIONALISM 

[ I ] 

Modern nationalism has the tendency to 
develope into Imperialism of the worst type. 
It can be proved by numerous examples that 
the cult of nationalism has always been follow- 
ed by a desire for the exploitation of weaker 
peoples and has generally come* into conflict 
with the interests of others. 

True nationalism, as an ideal, has never 
been so far attained m any country with the 
exception of the Muslim States of the Middle 
East Modern Turkey, Iran, Afghanistan, and 
Iraq have no aggressive designs on their neigh- 
bours, though they have eveiy moral right to 
reclaim lands of which they have been forcibly 
dispossessed In view of the fact that they 
have strong arguments m their favour for 
territorial expansion, the conduct of these 
Muslim States is all the more commendable m 
exeercismg a general restraint on their political 
aspirations, 

The Muslim press of these countries has 
always been a strong advocate of the right to 
self-determination of every nation, big or small, 
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and has never missed an opportunity to express 
its sympathies for the oppressed nations 

The minorities m these Muslim coun 
tries are numerically very small, but still they 
command power and influence out of propor- 
tion to their numbers The lot of Jews is 
every where enviable There is no racial or 
religious prejudice which divides a Jen from 
a Muslim in these countries The Zoros 
trians of Iran the Nestonans of Iraq the 
Armenians and Greeks of Turkey —all cnjo\ 
the protection of their respective States and 
share in common with Muslims the benefits 
accruing from an ordered and progressive 
government This happy change m the condi- 
tion of minorities resulted from the separation 
of unnatural parts from the parent States 

Before the last war Turkey had double its 
present population and resources But even 
then she could never enjoy eternal peace and 
sccuritj The minorities D f the oldTuiIish 
Empire were concentrated in certain compact 
areas, apart from being intermixed throughout 
the length and breadth of the Empire The 
Greeks mustered strong in the Islands of the 
Agcan coast, whilo the Armenians claimed 
national homelands on the eastern border The 
Arabs formed an overwhelming majority in the 
Southern Provinces of Iraq Syria Hcjar and 
Yemen 
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The post-wai settlement reduced the for- 
mer limits of the Turkish Empire and sepaiated 
all predominantly non-Tuikish parts to form 
States of their own Thus Syria Iraq and 
Palestine came into existence as mandatory 
States Greece and Armenia were allowed to 
exchange their nationals with those of Turkey 
as far as practicable. 

As a result of these changes, the hetero- 
geneous Turkish Empire of 1914 became the 
homeland of a single coherent nation m 1921 
by a re-ad]ustment of its geographical frontiers 
The Turks rose from the position of the ruling 
minority in the Empire to the position of the 
dominant majority which was free to manage 
its own affairs without interference from the 
European powers which had formerly assumed 
the role of Protectors of the Christian mino- 
rities of the Empire A present Turkey has no 
minority problem to solve m the strict sense of 
the word — the Muslims numbering over 174 
millions as against less than half a million 
Christians and Jews. 

For us m India, the minority question has 
assumed the same importance as it held in the 
former Turkish Empire The nationalists m 
Turkey who had enlisted themselves as mem- 
bers of the Committee of Union and Progress, 
and stood for the unity, integrity and indivisi- 
bility of the old Ottoman Empire lost their 
fervour and zeal at the very first crucial test 
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they had to face. The Empire was shaken to 
its very foundation when the divergent inte 
rests of the various elements in population 
came into actual conflict 

The Greeks Armenians and Arabs, all in 
turn worked secretly for dismemberment of the 
Empire which they were pledged to defend 
The open revolt of the Arabs and Armenians 
shattered for ever the hopes of the Turkish 
nationalists who finally gave up the idea of a 
united nation and declared before the world 
that the Turks demanded nothing but the right 
to govern tbeir own people in those parts of 
the Empire where they formed a majority 

Mustapha Kcraal Pasha later known as 
the Ataturk became the first exponent of this 
new mission of the Turkish people He rccog 
nised the right to independent existence of the 
non Turkish peoples of the former Turkish 
Empire and abolished Caliphate which m his 
opinion was a survival of the old order when 
the Turkish Sultans claimed to exercise spin 
tual and temporal pov.cr on behalf of the Mus 
lim World The Turks have nobly stood b> the 
true mission of their leader and have fraternised 
with all their neighbouring states as members 
of the same family 

Turkish nationalism has proved to the 
letter that a self respecting community can 
linr/Jle rnnreive that if exists for its own in 
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terests only. “A nation which exists for liberty 
order or any element of civilisation cannot be 
satisfied unless other nations too may share 
what is belived to be of value/’ 

Our Congress friends m India have a real 
lesson to derive from the Turkish parallel 
The Turks had lived together with Arabs 
for centuries as citizens of the same Em- 
pire They benefited by a common system 
of government and law, acknowledged the 
House of Ottomans as the undisputed spiritual 
and temporal head of the Muslim world, shared 
together m the glorious achievements of the 
Empire and entertained the same political as- 
pirations as to their future and* above all, were 
united by ties of religion, history and tradition, 
.The desire for nationalism, instead of unifying 
the two peoples, gave them new and distinct 
characteristics and separated them for ever to 
develop in their own way 

If the fusion of Arabs and Turks has not 
been possihlein any part of the Turkish Empire, 
how can it be possible to unite Hindus and 
Muslims as members of a single united nation 
which never existed m India ni the past. Tjhe 
Hindus must recognise that nationalism, as they 
misinterpret it, is not always a unifying force. 
It has more often than not been a disruptive, 
force. 

Before the dawn of nationalism it was 
possible for various national or racial groups 
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to live under a common system of government 
and law In modem tames all attempts to- 
wards Imperialism are bound to fail in the 
long run. Abnormal circumstances may_ arise 
when a strong and powerful nation may sup- 
press the liberties of weaker nations but the 
conquering nation will never for long keep its 
hold on the oppressed nation A united Europe 
under the hegemony of Germany is as impos- 
sible of attainment as a united India at the 
dictates of the Congress 

Those who pin their hopes to a scheme of 
Federation, which In future will unite the 
nations of the world as members of the same 
family forget the essential condition that this 
ideal will always remain unworkable so long ns 
every national group big or small which oc- 
cupies a compact part of a territory is not con 
ceded the right to self government according 
to its own peculiar conditions 

A nationalist in China may appeal to the 
moral force of world opinion in general m the 
fight for the liberation of his motheiland but 
this appeal will alwa>s be misunderstood as 
long as millions of Muslims of the Chinese 
Empire arc groaning under the tjranny of 
Chinese Imperialism It is an apt question to 
ask what right have the Chinese nationalists 
to keep under abject subjection the Turkish 
Muslims of Chinese Turkistan who judged b> 
cvcr> modern standard arc entitled to full 
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national independence. No strategic or eco- 
nomic consideration can be held valid to dep- 
rive a people of their legitimate political rights 

The Finns were a mere nnnoiitv in the 
formet Czarist Russia, but this factor could not 
be advanced as an argument against then na- 
tional independence 

Congress nationalists have ever} moral 
justification to work foi the liberation of 
this vast sub-continent fiom foreign yoke 
but their actions will be misundeistood if 
they deny to others the application of the 
very principles which they claim for them- 
selves When it is admitted that Hindu-Mus- 
lim differences are fundamental and cannot be 
bridged over except by resoit to force, why 
should we appeal to a third power foi inteiven- 
tion and not meet together to adjust them 
in a spirit of compromise and accommodation ? 

It is a recognised principle in Politics that 
where political differences have taken a serious 
turn and there is no hope of a mutual settle- 
ment, then the group desiring secession from 
the bigger unit, of which it has been kept a 
part, has every right to fight for its emancipa- 
tion. This principle becomes still more binding 
m force where these differences divide the 
people m a non-homogeneous State 

In a country inhabited by two or more 
distinct national groups the right to disruption 




tn 

becomes a national duty for the group which 
occupies a compact part of territory and feels 
that its interests can better be severed by 
separation than by union with other groups 
In such a country the right of a majority to 
rule must always be limited by the right of a 
minority to secede. 


[ n ] 

A true nationalist would support the 
promotion and development of the divergent 
traditions of different nations He mil 
recognise the differences that divide one group 
of men from the other and will lead to the 
ultimate good of humanity 

There is some special quality in every 
group of men or nationality which it will 
be in the interest of whole humanity to prc 
serve and this will only be possible if the right 
of every nationality is recognised to develop 
its own laws and institutions It is a clear 
verdict of history that when a nation has been 
deprived of its political independence it is 
demoralised to such an extent that it cannot 
contribute its due share in the progress of 
humanity Conversely when a nation tins 
back its political independence its contribution 
to the progress of humanity becomes substantial 
and effective m proportion to its own im 
portancc. 
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Thus for example, the Muslims in their 
heyday of glory m Spain contributed in no 
small measure to the progress of the countr} r 
in medicine, science, art and literature. But 
when on the decline of their political power 
they were driven out of the country or con- 
verted to Christianity, they lost all their zeal 
and energy m the pursuit of knowledge and 
learning and were reduced to the condition of 
serfs and slaves Similaiy, Muslims of India 
under the Sultanates of Delhi and the Moghul 
Emperors maintained a high level of progress 
according to the accepted standards of the time. 
In architecture, arts and crafts, music and poetry, 
they displayed a wonderful skill, while as 
soldiers, traders, and missionaries they were 
among the most enterprising people in the 
world. Again in wealth, education, indus- 
try and trade, they held their position fairly 
well against the sister community which then, 
as now, was in a majority. 

The loss of political power meant to Mus- 
lims the loss of their best cherished traditions 
of virtue, honour and chivalry and they sank 
gradually into the position of an illiterate 
poverty-stricken and neglected minority. In 
the Punjab where they formed a majority, the 
tyranny and oppression of Sikh rule deprived 
them of all opportunities to make their influ- 
ence felt. The present day condition of Indian 
Muslims is directly the result of loss of their 
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political power and their comparative slowness 
to adapt themselves to changed circumstances 
If the Muslims again win back the power to 
rule over their own majority areas they will 
revive their old traditions of virtue and hopour 
and develop afresh their art and literature 
institutions and laws from the points where 
their p-ogress was abruptly stopped 

The world will be poorer if Hindus and 
Muslims are not permitted to promote and 
develop their respective cultures creeds and 
laws on the lines of their own historic tradi- 
tions and ate forcibly united to develop a new 
culture or sense of unity which will be a mere 
imitation of the West and will lead finally to 
the destruction of all that is best in Muslim 
and Hindu svstems of religion and polity If 
it is conceded that Hindus and Muslims have 
their respective cultures which it is worthwhile 
to maintain then all efforts for unity will 
prove a failure Iqbal is typically a Muslim 
poet while Tagore is a Hindu to the cote. 
There is no meeting place between the two 
One believes in the revival of ancient Hindu 
character and ethics while the other pins his 
faith to the regeneration of Muslim World 

You cannot unite the various nations of 
Europe on a political basis if >ou recognise 
that each has its own distinct culture to main 
tain The differences in cultural aspects bet 
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ween one European nation and another are not 
so marked as m the case of the Hindus and the 
Muslims m India, and yet each is determined 
to pursue its own chosen course, irrespective 
of any material benefits that may be confeired 
on it by the fusion of its culture into that of 
another The Swedes and the Norwegians, the 
Spaniards and the PortOguese, the Dutch and 
the Belgians, the Serbs and the Croats the 
Czechs and the Slovaks respectively inhabit, 
more or less, parts of the same countries with 
not very distinct geographical limits, yet none 
of these nations is prepared to give up its own 
laws and institutions in order to merge into 
those of the other 

In some important respects, almost all the 
nations of Europe have inherited certain comm- 
on traditions They all look upon Greece as 
their parent home for many of their notions of 
civilisation, art and philosophy. In the city 
of Rome and the old Roman Empire they seek 
tradition of unity, order and law which exer- 
cised a great influence m the past m deve- 
loping character under the same system of law 
and Government. The Middle Ages furnish 
to them another link in the Church which, 
besides giving them a common religion, gave 
them a common system of education, under 
the strict supervision of the clergy The 
Church tried to develop the political concept- 
ion that the entire Christian Europe was the 
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Kingdom of God where the Pope acted both 
as Temporal and Spiritual Head Then again 
all European countries owe much of their pre 
sent day progress and awakening to the Age 
of Renaissance which ushered in an era of 
adventure and exploration both in the world 
of literature and geography 

Smce the dawn of modem age Europe has 
displayed wonderful activity in the pursuit of 
knowledge art and science and m the cxpan 
sion of industry trade and commerce All thicr 
achievements are felt to be a common heritage 
of every European Lastlj the development of 
means of Communication has linked together 
the distant parts of Europe and has led to 
increasing social intercourse and economic 
inter dependence 

Despite all these factors Europe cannot be 
spoken of as one united nation nor it is pos- 
sible to anticipate the tendency to union or 
even federation between any two countries or 
natiohalities of Europe. The Finns and the 
people of the Baltic States on the western 
border of Russia nor again the people of Ulster 
m Ireland could ever be persuaded to accept 
union with their neighbouring States 

Thus if political unity of two or more 
European countries is an impossibility except 
under a threat of force c\cn though there arc 
important traditions common to all countries 
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it is utterly absurd to conceive of India’s unity, 
especially when there are such marked differ- 
ence m' the cultures of the two major com- 
munities. Hindus and Muslims are poles 
asunder in their political aspirations m regard 
to their past, present and future They have 
diametrically opposite systems of law and in- 
heritance which prevent intermarrying and 
mterdining They derive inspiration from two 
entirely different quarters and observe a con- 
flicting set of religious rites and practices — for 
example, the animal sacrifice of Muslims and 

the cow veneration of Hindus 

/ — 

It is in plain recognition of these dif- 
ferences that a prominent political writer, D. 
Burns, has frankly declared that political liberty 
cannot be conceived for India as one single 
unit. He thus states his views • “For example, 
it is impossible to speak of the Indian Self- 
Government, as though India could be at pre- 
sent a unit having a simple relation to England. 
India is no more one than is Europe, and al- 
though there is growing up a general Indian 
sentiment, Self-government based upon an id- 
entity of interest between all the inhabitants 
of a continent is absurdly impracticable.” A 
true nationalist ’ believes m the right to 
political independence of other national groups 
just as he believes in that of his own The 
attempt to make all groups alike by bringing 
them under a common system of law and 


i 
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government will m his opinion destroy some 
special character of endurance or wit which 
may be developed even in a small nation 

Another consideration which moves a ttuc 
nationalist to support the cause of a nation 
not necessarily his own is the fact that no one 
political system is suited to the genius of 
every nation States should vary in their law 
and government so as to reflect in their \anetv 
the distinct character of human groups If 
all states were placed under a uniform system 
of law and government the tendency to 
assimilate due to the increasing means of com 
mumcations will lead to the suppression of 
much that is good and drive the weaker states 
to imitate the virtues and vices of the domi 
nant states 

The unification of the German Empire 
has not been an unmilted blessing On the 
contrary it is said that by falling under the 
domination of Prussia, the Germans of the 
Southern States and the Rhine have lost much 
that was admirable in their chaiacter and they 
have imitated the vices of Prussian militarism 

Different political ssstems arc at w ork in 
the world What suits one country mav 
not be workable in the peculiar circumstances 
of the other D mocracy of the Western 
type, with its trend towards capitalism is 
quite in its place for a rich manufacturing 
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country which has expanded beyond its 
limits or has ample scope within its own 
bounds for the development of its resources 
Thus England, France, Belgium, Holland, 
Portugal and Denmark grew up into demo- 
cratic States with Parliamentary institutions 
N All these states had ample scope for the 
exploitation of new lands m their possession 
beyond the mother country So m course 
of time., the upper classes of these coun- 
tries grew in power and wealth and turned 
their democratic institutions to their own 
best advantage The condition of lower or-*, 
ders, the labourer m the field and factory, 
is still far from satisfactory but not so bad 
as in case of countries which have new- 
ly imitated parliamentary institutions and 
do not possess enough resources through 
lack of living space or undevelopment of 
natural wealth to promote the welfare of 
the people m general This second set of 
states contains the new states of Europe * 
that came into existence on the dismember- 
ment of the former Russian, Turkish and 
Austro-Hungarian Empires. All these states 
were still extremely poor and democratic 
institutions, instead of being a source of 
hope and joy to the people, proved a great 
setback These peoples had no parliamentary 
experience, nor had they acquired the ne- 
cessary education to work out democratic 
institutions. Hence the administration came 
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into the hands of inefficient and corrupt 
men who through influence of wealth or 
family contrived to maintain their hold on 
the general body Of electors Democracy has 
thus proved a failure in many countries 

Even as a social order that once was 
held as the highest contributing factor to 
the future happiness of mankind democracy 
has its own limitations In the increasing 
complexity of modern life where the State 
has to frame laws about a number of tech 
meal problems, the ordinary legislature can 
not give an expert advice and so the work 
has to be left to a body ot specialists who 
may not often be available with a Legis 
lature elected on the principle of adult 
franchise Democracy also sometimes moves 
very slowly in effecting new changes and 
reforms and even when it makes up its 
mind to carry the wishes of its people into 
practice it does not have an effective ma 
chinerv to secure ready and prompt com- 
pliance with its orders Its efforts are also 
hampered by the obstruction of labour 
unions and other organisations which derive 
their force from public opinion and arc 
opposed to the state on party grounds 
Originally it wks conceived that a domocra 
tic government will be essentially a one 
party govenment where one party mil 
form the Government and carry through its 
programme, while the other party will enter 
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into opposition and accept the role of a 
minority which will not try to hamper the 
work of the party m power beyond the 
criticism of its policy, But with the multi- 
plicity of interests m a modern state, new 
parties arose and party affiliations became 
so slippary that it was found difficult to stabi- 
lise the government 

In France, prior to its surrender, there 
was no one party in the Senate and the 
Chamber which could command the confi- 
dence of a majority of members Hence 
coalition ministries had to be formed which 
changed rapidly with the shiftmgs of party 
members from one group to another. This 
weakened the Central Government and crip- 
pled its national will at a time when it 
should have commanded the undivided allegi- 
ance of the entire nation for its very exis- 
tence. 

It will be thue evident that democracy 
cannot be transplanted m every soil and 
climate without regard to circumstances. 

In Saudi Arabia, Iran and Afghaniatan, the 
idea is yet m the embryonic stage, and 
it will take years before the people will 
be used to it. Even then there is no - 
guarantee that as the political consciousness 
of the people grows, they may not giye it 
up in its present form'* ' as understood in 
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the west, and may evolve a new form of it, 
based on purely Islamic conceptions 

[HI] 

India may safely be included in the list 
ol those countries where Democracy will 
never meet with success as long as the 
present conditions of social inequality per 
sist. The Hindus are a caste ridden people 
who have never known in the past any 
political conception besides that of a bene 
volent despotism Their social order is a 
negation of democracy They have deprived 
a quarter of their own population m this 
vast subcontinent of the ordinary privileges 
to which every man is entitled on the basis 
of equality of man An untouchable can 
not touch a Hindu s food or drink water 
from the same well or even worship in the 
same temple He is held in the lowest 
scale in society Centuries of observance of 
caste system have developed an exclusive 
outlook among the Hindus in general against 
the depressed classes It is not an easy 
task to eradicate these social differences. 

Other factors which are a permanent 
impediment in the successful working of a 
democratic form of government in India taken 
as a single political unit, are — 
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(1) The Hmdu-Mubhm problem cannot 
be solved within the framework of nation- 
alism as conceived by the majority com- 
munity and (2) The vastness of India’s area 
and population with its diversity of races, 
religions and languages makes it impossible 
for a democratic form of government to 
reconcile the conflicting interests and 
prejudices of the hetrogeneous mass of 
peoples. 

As a famous American writer has said 
‘‘Democracy prospers m societies with a 
fairly simple political and economic organi- 
sation m which the issues at stake are not 
complex and lend themselves to clear-cut 
discussions m representative assemblies De- 
mocracy presupposes readiness on the part 
of the majority m parliament or outside to 
give the minority to accept the policies of 
the majority as long as the latter holds power 
Continuing his argument the same writer thus 
concludes "Where the disposition to rational 
discussion of fundamental problems is lacking, 
where differences between political or econo- 
mic '•groups appear irreconcilable, where these 
groups prefer to fight out the ultimate issues 
involved rather than effect a compromise 
where a continuing state of crisis of emergency, 
exists — democracy no longer functions with 
success and must sooner or later yield to some 
other form of government.” 
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The establishment of the Soviet Govern- 
ment in Russia after the last war and of 
Fascism in Spain can be justified only in the 
light of these conclusions It is evident from 
these examples that even a homogeneous popula 
taon dosely bound by similar traditions is no 
guarantee for the successful functioning bf 
democracy and may sooner or later yield to 
fome other form of government if the people 
are divided into two aggressive and hostile 
groups on fundamental issues Where how 
ever the population is not homogeneous and is 
settled in an area as vast as the whole of 
Europe excluding Russia democracy is out of 
the question for the unit as a whole unless 
it is first split up into homogeneous parts 
grouped into new national states to decide 
whether democracy or some other form of 
Government suits them 

Another main consideration which moves 
a true nationalists to support the right to self 
determination of every human group closely 
bound by similar traditions is the desire that 
all groups should meet on terms of equality 
and friendship each preserving its own law,s 
and institutions The ideal of true nation 
alism implies close relationship between 
different nations on the basis of equality 
and not tor the domination of differences 
It is the more civilised development of 
the wry differences which divide one na 
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tional group from another that will promote 
peace and progress of the world If two 
nations are forced to observe alike customs and 
creeds and to be uniform in their likes and 
dislikes, both will become mutually aggressive 
and the stronger will try to suppress the 
weaker The world will be a loser for being 
deprived of the political experience, culture 
and traditions of the suppressed nation. On 
the other hand if two nations live on terms of 
friendship, both will enrich the world by their 
varied experience and development of their 
respective laws and institutions. An intelligent 
friendship between two persons promotes ratheL 
than hinders the individuality of each An 
attempt to force union between two human 
groups, other than on terms of equality, will be 
a step m the direction of Imperialism, We 
hate the word 1 imperialism”, for it implies 
oppression and exploitation of human grpups 
by a dominant power within its empire. 

“If nationalism can imply the close relation- 
ship even m the same state of many races, so 
Imperialism can imply the recognition within 
the same state of many different interests ” In 
this respect there is no difference between the 
two ideals This may be illustrated by two 
examples. The British Empire is said to be 
the true example of Imperialism The British 
tace is admittedly the dominant partner in the 
Empire. The ideal before the empire is free 
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and equal partnership for every nation within 
the British Commonwealth The ideal implies 
the right of cjcry nationally to responsible 
self Government On the other hand China is 
'aid to be a truly national state which is fight- 
ing for her \ery existence against Japan 
The Chinese arc popularly known as a 
homogeneous people closelj bound bj com 
mon traditions The goal before the Chinese 
is a national democratic state But the 
Chinese nationalists ha\c deprised the Mus 
lim part of their State, known as 
Chinc'c Turkistan of their right to national 
independence The people of Sinkiang base 
nothing in common with the rest of China 
in race religion language and culture and 
jet they arc forced to accept union with 
China. The Chinese nationalists base fur- 
or deposed many other non Chinese parts 
of their state of the right to independent 
existence Mongolia, Tibet and Manchuria 
are strictly speaking not part of China 
Judged b> any modern standard the people 
of the'e lands hasc as good a right to self 
gosemment as the people of China proper 
It is therefore csident that Chinese nation 
alnm in no wa> differs from British Im 
pcrialism England has franklj as urned the 
role of an Imperial State, while Chinn 
cloaks its intentions through the garb of na- 
tionalism 

None of these states neither England 
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nor China, present a sufficient parallel for 
the case of India The Hindu nationalists 
of India may follow for the present the 
tactics of Chinese nationalists and may de- 
ceive the whole world into believing that 
like the Chinese they are keen to preserve 
the integrity and unity of their country, 
but they will be ultimately disillusioned 
and will have to recognise that true nationalism 
has a place both for Hindus and Muslims m 
their separate sovereign states. 



PART II 

LESSONS FROM ABROAD 

1 POLITICAL EXPERIENCE OF 
OTHER COUNTRIES 

Political experience in the working of a 
parliamentary form of Government has so far 
been mostly confined to countries trul) homo- 
geneous in character But even in their case a 
clear line of distinction has been drawn bet- 
ween countries having democratic traditions 
deep rooted in their history and those which 
have lacked such experience in the past. Great 
Britain France and USA arc the typical 
examples of countries which have been tradi- 
tionally democratic, while most of the states 
created after the last European War and at 
least four among the Great Powers ic Gcr 
many Italy Russia and Japan^an be convenien- 
tly grouped among countries which copied 
democratic institutions from others but were 
forced by peculiar circumstances m each ca«c 
to adopt a dictatorship or at least to show a 
trend towards it as in case of Japan 

Political theorists of the modern age have 
based their conclusions upon states of the first 
order as they represent a natural growth AI 
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most all other new states with the possible ex- 
ception of Switzerland have borrowed their 
institutions from Great Britain or France or 
more recently from USA States like the 
Austro-Hungarian, Turkish or Russian Empire 
before the last Great War had undoubtedly 
adopted parliamentary institution and were 
considered limited monarchies in constitutional 
language, but these were the illegitimate pro- 
ducts of the new order and lacked the essentials 
for the successful establishment of democratic 
governments. Hence it was expected that at 
the earliest favourable opportunity the people 
of these states would either discard parliament- 
ary governments or would regroup themselves 
in some new order to form coherent national 
states Such an opportunity was furnished by 
the Great War of 1914-18. The post-war 
European settlement brought into existence 
eight new states on the collapse of these empires 
and gave a new meaning to the principle of 
self-determination which had so far been under- 
stood to mean the right of the ruling nation or 
majority to keep under permanent subjection 
the mmonties m the name of unity, integrity 
and indivisibility of common motherland. 

In Austria-Hungary, the Germans and 
the Magyars, the two dominant (races, had 
united to preserve the limits of the ‘Dual 
Monarchy’ and could never entertain for a 
moment the right of their slave minorities ' to 



82 


LESSONS FROM ABROAD 


separation A sense of national unity had been 
created among the people by an appeal to their 
religious and political sentiments The empire 
was the greatest Roman Catholic State in the 
world and the emperor the ruling head of the 
House of Hapsburg was the heir to the Holy 
Roman Empire and the representative of the 
oldest Christian Royal Family in Europe 
The empire was faced with a common danger 
from the three neighbouring powers Germany 
Italy and Russia, each of which had designs on 
a part of its territories The minorities enjoyed 
local autonomy in their provincial units and 
were fully convinced that the break up of their 
empire would spell disunity for all Their 
loyalty to their Emperor and their faith in the 
Pope both of whom were equally interested 
in the preservation of their country were 
unquestioned nor again they doubted the 
historical role which their country hod played 
m the past as the strongest bulwark of 
Christianity They were adequately re 
presented in the Parliaments at Vienna and 
Budapest and were conscious of the adsantapes 
that they enjoyed as citizens of a great Power 
But all these considerations failed to appeal to 
them when the defeat of their country in the 
last wmr convinced them that their country 
could nc\ er be a match for a truly homogeneous 
state and that all efforts to weld them into a 
nation could never succeed The peace 
makers of Europe were faced with a very 



POLITICAL EXPERIENCE 


S3 


complex problem in settling the future of 
Austria-Hungary They invented a new 
formula which would icstore relations among 
the various minorities on a permanent basis, 
A minority concentrated in a compact area 
had the light to be converted into a majority 
by the readjustment of geographical frontiers 
The Germans and Mag>ars were assigned 
separate territorial states. The Czechs, Slovaks, 
and Ruthemans were united to form the new 
state of Czechoslovakia Rumanian. Polish, 
Italian and Croat minorities were merged into 
their neighbouring states 

Who can doubt that the new political 
arrangements would not have remained 
permanent but for the ambitions of Germany 
and Soviet Russia 7 None of these countnes 
were interested m the creation of the new 
states in Europe as they had incorporated 
territories which formerly belonged to them 
Russia in particular resented that she should 
be blocked from access to sea by the creation 
of a chain of states on her western border 
Finland, Esthonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and the 
greater part of Poland had been parcelled out 
of Russia Germany at the same time was 
fretting at the loss of her Polish provinces. 
But the peacemakers of Europe could concieve 
of no other plan which could do justice to the 
people m the new states, Russia and Germany 
had no moral or legal right to rule over peoples 
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who had a distinct civilization of their own 
and who were entitled on the very basis on 
which the political conception of a modern 
state rests to form independent national 
states. Those who think that the people in 
the new states should have been left in their 
original countries as existed before the war 
overlook the fact that this would have been 
no guarantee for the stability of peace m 
Europe Sooner or later an aggressive Germany 
or a Communist Russia was bound to rise into 
power and to encroach upon weaker neighbours 
Hence the only security to the peace of Europe, 
nay to that of the world lies in the recognition 
of the right of every nation to independent 
existence and in the limitation of the desire of 
one nation to dominate the other 

If we concede it to be the right of 
Germany or any other nation to annex by 
force the territories that belong to others there 
can be no real peace m the world and the talk 
of all self Government will be meaningless 
We should always have in view the moral and 
permanent basis of a political arrangement and 
not one extorted by force. TTie loss of 
independence by many a European nation at 
present is a temporary phase and cannot 
permanently delay the re establishment of 
national states or the reinforcement of the 
principle of self determination 

At the outset, I pointed out that a 
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parliamentary form of government is really 
meant for a truly homogeneous people and that 
our political generalisations are based upon its 
working m an ideal form The terms state, 
nation, majority, minority, sovereignty, 
parliament, party m power, party m opposition, 
unity, integrity, indivisibility, democracy, 
nationality and numerous others are all true 
in a special sense- Their right conception 
presupposes a political society which satisfies 
certain essential conditions- It is not sufficient 
for our purpose that - we should give the 
character of a national state to a body of human 
beings deriving its corporate unity from the 
fact that its members acknowledge permanent 
obedience to , the same government. If this 
conception is accepted, the Turkish Russian 
and Austro-Hungarian Empires before the last 
war were national States which m fact they 
were not- No political society can be 
' considered to be in a stable and satisfactory 
condition if its members have no other bond 
to unite them except their obedience to the 
same government A society solely organised 
to establish law and order among its members 
or to preserve itself against external aggression 
lacks the cohesive force which gives it real 
strength to face dangers of foreign wars or 
internal discontent. Hente it is necessary 
' that jt should be united by further bonds 
implied in the word Nation. 
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Among the bonds that chiefly contri 
bute to the internal cohesion of a strongly 
united society the most important arc (1) 
conception of a common religion belief m 
a common origin possession of a common 
language and literature pride in common 
histone traditions common outlook on life 
m social customs and common economic 
interests None of these bonds by itself 
alone is a sufficient unifying force unless 
it is closely linked with one or mori. of 
others In addition for the nation to be 
coherent, two other factors arc essential 
Firstly it should occupy a well defined 
compact part of earth s surface and secondly 
the people should hove the conciousncss 
that they represent a distinct culture and 
civilisation which will lose its creative force 
if they are placed in a position of political 
subjection 

Europe before the present war was di 
vided into 26 sovereign states America 
accounted for 19 and the rest of the world 
had 12 more states. Out of a total of 57 
states 50 were truly homogeneous allied by 
the factors that can possibly bo conceited 
in an ideal form These countries were 
faced with no minority problem in the true 
sense and were consequently free from dan- 
gers that attened an incoherent state In 
America the problem of race conflict at 
first seemed to present a disruptive force 
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but it was gradually replaced by other more 
powerful factors The Spaniards and Por- 
tuguese were the first to colonise South 
America and parts of North America, south 
of the USA Tney had a clear line of 
demarcation which gave them a free hand 
m their respective spheres of influence. It 
is due to this political arrangement that 
while Brazil is mainly Portuguese in blood 
and language, the other states with the ex- 
ception of U S A and Canada are mainly 
Spanish The original inhabitants or Neg- 
roes from Africa have mixed m more or 
less proportion with these European masters 
but this has been mainly due to their adop- 
tion of the religion, language and culture 
of the latter. In U. S. A , the British stock 
still represents two-thirds of the population 
and the other European settlers have dis- 
tinctly entered the new state to adopt its 
political and social institutions which have 
converted the whole of the American Republic 
into an English speaking people. 

In Europe, the problem of religion was 
an important factor in the past m the 
formation of the new states. The Austro 
Hungarm Empire had no real link to main- 
tain unity among its various peoples except 
a common religious and so was the case m 
Russia, where the Christian subjects of the 
Czar looked to him at the Head of the 
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Greek Catholic Church The Spanish State 
only became national after the Muslim and 
Jewish elements m population had eithc- 
been forcibly dmen our or converted Tne 
Belgians refused to live under the Protestant 
Duch as they were Roman Catholics while 
more recently the Protestant Ulster declared 
its separation from the Roman Catholic 
Irish The Southern Germans delayed for 
two centuries the process of unification of 
Germany as they could not agree to the 
hegemony of Prussia, which was a Protestant 
state. Great Britain too up to the 17th 
century pursued a hdstile policy towards her 
Roman Catholic subjects and imposed serious 
disabilities upon all those who did not 
accept her established Church The religious 
question has now fallen in the back ground 
in eiery European state as the prevailing 
fehgion in every state corresponds with the 
religion of almost all its inhabitants The 
Europeans are all Christians and c\en where 
they differ in their main sectarian view 
thej have been sated the clash of interests 
by this political divisions into states which 
represent their respective sects Thus Eng- 
land Holland Norway Sweden Denmark and 
Germany are Protestant while Spain Portugal 
France Belgium Italy Rumania Poland arc 
Roman Catholic Russia Greece Bulgaria 
owed their allegiance to the Greek Catholic 
Church 
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India with its present bounds and limits 
and its diversity of races, religions and lang- 
uages is out of the conception of political 
theorists who have so far invented no ter- 
minolgoy to express such a new state It 
does not possess any of the unifying factors 
which have succeeded in .welding people m 
other countries into nations. If the 360 
millions of its inhabitants are considered as 
a collective whole there is no possible link 
which can be conceived to unite them ex- 
cept their political unity under a foreign 
government. No body has the least' doubt 
that this link will lose all force once the 
British leave the country and its peoples are 
thrown on their own resources to’ devise a 
government suitable to their needs Judged 
by any test, India cannot be ranked among 
coherent national states. It is indeed a mis- 
nomer to call the future Indian Government 
a national government and its ’Legislatures 
a national Parliament The Irish Catholics 
never considered the British Parliament as 
national m character though the latter had 
guaranteed them an excessive representation 
of ' a 100 members in the House of commons 
So again the Czechs in the new German 
Empire though a minority of 10 millions out 
of a population of a 100 millions or more 
will never agree to call a future parliament 
to be summoned by Hitler, a national organ 
of the state’ For any institution to be truly 
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national it must claim the willing consent 
of all people, who are said to be represented 
by ic The Congress may be a national or- 
ganisation for th,. Hindus and the Schemes 
outlined by it for the future government 
of India may be called national but the 
terms will be understood in a restricted 
sense or more truly from the Hindu point 
of view 

Similarly the terms majorities and mmo 
nties may be true in case of a country 
homogeneous in character where the peoplcare 
allied by tics of religion race language his 
tory and culture but they indicate nothing 
except confusion of thought when applied 
to a county where both are unchangeable 
and permanent In Great Britain the Con 
servatives, Liberals or Labounbes may each 
in turn come in power and form the ruling 
majority but they are all agreed on essen 
tial fundamental principles of life and so 
have nothing to fear form political rise for 
the time being of one party or another 
The character of the Government always re 
mains national so long as it represents the 
party system But a counto' divided by 
conflicts of religion and two distinct cn ill 
sations cannot be said to have a national 
government nor will ever attain peace and 
progress unless political differences arc final 
ly settled It may have a makeshift arrange 
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ment to meet emergencies or to unite against 
a common danger, Austria-Hungary before 
the last war presented such an example. 
The people seemed politically united under 
the House of Hapsburg , and they had 
accepted parliamentary institutions at the 
Centre and in Provinces but by no stretch 
of imagination the Government could be called 
strictly national, 

When we say that a majority has the 
legal right to impose its decisions on a minori- 
ty, we always have in mmd the picture of a 
truly national state Political experience of 
Europe and America knows of no minorities 
which are permanently at variance with their 
majorities and are prepared to carry their diff- 
erences to the point of separation. The Civil 
War of America may be cited as an example 
in contradication of this point but on careful 
reflection it will be found that there the differ- 
ences arose among the members of the same 
community, allied m religion, language, culture 
and tradition The people of the Northern 
and Southern States had no other point of 
difference except the question of slavery Such 
cases of conflict on rare occasions arise among 
homogeneous peoples when their governments 
have failed to enlist the sympathies of the vast 
majority of their people. The Civil War in 
England in the r'eign of Charles I, the recent 
Civil War m Spam, are clear illustrations of 
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this. But these examples only prove that a 
majority in a truly national state has the legal 
right to impose its will on the minority In 
fact we cannot justify the governments that 
were established after the Civil Wars in Eng 
land America and Spain except on the ground 
that they were supported by the majority of 
the people in each case. 

The question takes an entirely different 
form when we consider its decisions in a state 
lacking internal cohesion and opposed by an 
important element in its population If such 
a case "the divine right of majorities can never 
be accepted as a rational basis for political con 
struction The reason is obvious The exist- 
ing boundaries of a State may be a majority in 
a compact part of it. In fact those who hold 
that a government to be legitimate must rest 
on the consent of the governed arc of the 
opinion that the right of the majority of mem 
bers of a state to rule must be qualified by the 
right of a minority to secede and to form a new 
state, when it is in a majority m a contiguous 
portion of its old states territory 

Henry Sidgwick “concciv cs that there are 
cases in which the true interests ot the whole 
may be promoted by disruption According to 
him if in the portions of the same country 
their respective inhabitants have divergent 
needs and demands in respect of legislation and 
other Government interference on account 
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of differences of race, religion past history or 
present social conditions, it is no longer desir- 
able that they should have a common govern- 
ment for internal affairs , while if at the same 
time, their external relations apart from their 
union would be very different and there is 
danger that each part may lose more by the 
risk of implications in others’ quarrels, than it 
is likely to gam from the aid of military force, 
complete separation is the only remedy He 
says emphatically that “under such conditions as 
these, it is not to be desired that any sentiment 
of historical patriotism or any pri.de m the 
national ownership of an extensive territory, 
should permanently prevent a peaceful dissolu- 
tion of the mcoherant whole into its natural 
parts ” 

In the light of the above remarks, it be- 
comes easy to understand the attitude of Mus- 
lim League on the present political situation 
of India Hindus and Muslim^ are two separate 
nations concentrated m majorities in compact 
parts of India. Muslims form the majority of 
population m the five contiguous political units 
of the Punjab, Kashmir ,N W F,P , SmdandBalu- 
chistan and also m Bengal andAssam. Taken India 
as a whole, the 90 millions of Muslim are reduced 
to a minority, but m the two compact areas in 
the north-west and north-east, they are entitled 
to the rights of a sovengn nation By their 
separation under two national states, the rest 
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of India becomes more truly homogeneous and 
the bulk of Hindu population is concentrated 
in a contiguous portion of territory The 
Leagues Pakistan scheme secures to the Hindus 
more than 2/3 of India and almost 3/4 of its 
population The Muslims in their two sour 
eifin states do not have more than 80 millions 
of people or just less than their actual popula- 
tion in India If the Hindus do not modify 
their political aspirations and are carried away 
by the empty slogans of India s unity ntcgrity 
and indivisibility they will delay the indcpcn 
dence of even that portion which is actually 
theirs and will be held responsible on the bar 
of world opinion for the permanent estrange 
ment in the relations of the two communities 



2 VIVISECTION OF THE 
BRITISH ISLES 


The British Isles originally comprised the 
whole of Ireland as well as the main island of 
Great Britain which is made up of England, 
Wales and Scotland* In size they occupy an 
area smaller than the Punjab or about l/13th 
that of India. They are inhabited by a more 
or less homogeneous people allied by religion, 
race, language and culture For more than 400 
years, the British Isles remained united under 
a common political system and have developed 
a common system of law and common economic 
interests. But differences in past history 
prior to the Union of Ireland with Great 
Britain, and a sectarian outlook on life which 
has divided the Roman Catholic from the 
Protestant have resulted m the permanent 
estrangement of the Irish from the British 
nation. The British who are the majority 
people in the British Isles and account for 
more than 90 p c. of its population have 
accepted m good faith the principle of 
self-determination for the Irish minority and 
have practically agreed to the vivisection of 
what was formerly called the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland. 
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Today the Irish Free State which repre- 
sents just less than l/4th of total area of the 
British Isles is a separate independent Republic 
with complete sovereign right It has full cont 
rol over its foreign policy and defence as is 
evident from the fact that while Great Britain 
is engaged in the greatest war of the world for 
her very existence, the Irish Free State feels no 
moral or legal obligation to join the war on its 
side. It is apparent that the principle ot viris 
ection has been applied in the most naked form 
in the British Isles and it has so far produced 
no conflict or active hostility between the 
two countries 


The Irish' Free State occupies a position of 
great strategical importance and can provide 
important naval and air bases for the protec- 
tion of allied ships from submarine attacks Its 
separation from Great Britain could never be 
justified on strategic and economic grounds 
Ireland is mainly an agricultural country and 
its farm produce is mdispcnsablo for Great 
Britain especially in time of war when means 
of communication by sea arc exposed to cncm> 
attacks It can be said to the credit of the 
British people that instead of haring a discon 
tented and unwilling partner in their Kingdom 
they have agreed to the partition of their island 
kingdom as a measure of appeasing the Irish 
minority 
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The Indian nationalists who preach daily 
the gospel of India’s eternal unity, integrity and 
indivisibility must learn a lesson from the 
British example. If the greatest ruling nation 
of the world can agree to the vivisection of its 
homeland which has remained politically and 
culturally united for centuries m the past under 
a common system of government, there is no 
reason why the majority community m India 
should not adopt a similar policy in its treat- 
ment of the great Muslim minority and con- 
cede once for all the Muslim demand for self- 
determination, which is adversely termed by 
the Hindus as the vivisection of India 

India of the past which is idealised by the 
Hindus as the period of their ancient culture and 
civilisation, was neither a political nor a cultural 
entity The conception of a united India is foreign 
to the Hindu mind. The epics of Mahabarta and 
Ramayana, the rise and decline of established 
Hindu dynasties under the Mauryas and the 
Guptas, and the revival of Hindu Kingdoms 
during the Rajput period m History all confirm 
the plain fact that India with its present 
bounds and' limits was never governed asa 
united Hindu Empire. 

Efforts were made under Asoka, and King 
' Harsha to conquer the whole of India but they 
never met with complete success The Hindus 
cannot boast of any ruling dynasty which ex- 
tended its sway over the whole of the present- 
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day known India The Guptas whose empire 
is looked upon as a real enterprise of the 
Hipdus in the direction of union and consoh 
dation never ruled over India beyond the 
Jumna and south of the Vmdhyachal Moun- 
tains Their reign extended o\ er the greater 
part of Northern India excluding the Punjab 
and other adjoining lands 

In view of this plain reading of History 
that vivisection was the order of the day 
in the ancient India of Hindu imagination 
one is simply surprised at the fancied impor 
tance which Hindu leaders attach to India s 
unity in the past Muslims arc prepared to 
concede that India remained politically united 
for the greater part under the Muslim Kings 
but then the unity so achieved was not the unity 
of a national state but that of an empire based 
upon conquest When the British came to 
India even this idea of an empire had been 
shaken to its very foundation and there was 
a group of warnng states, each ready to encroach 
upon its neighbour The British undoubtedly 
have given to parts of India a sense of political 
unity but this is all an unnatural growth and 
a result of a mere accident. The essential 
factors for common political or cultural units 
arc as lacking in India today as they were in 
the past 

The Indian nationalists may continue to 
derive inspiration from the example of na 
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tional states in the West, but they should 
remember that nationalism is a double-edged 
sword and cut both ways It unites such ele- 
ments m a country as arc already joined to- 
gether by ties of a common culture, but it 
marks out for separation and actually hastens 
the process of disintegration in regard to such 
elements of the population as are diametrically 
opposed in their political aspirations 

Imagine a country inhabited by a homo- 
geneous people, possessing the marks of a com- 
mon nationality, being liberated from the yoke 
of one or two ruling nations. The natural 
result will be that freedom in such a case will 
immediately lead to unity. The case of 
Poland before the last Great War clearly 
illustrates this point The ancient historical 
kingdom of the Poles had been split up into 
three parts, each under the rule of one of the 
biggest powers of continental Europe The 
collapse of Czarist Russia, Austria-Hungry and 
Germany after the last War was immediately 
followed by a desire for union among the 
Polish subjects of these empires Hnce came 
into existence a strong and united Polish State, 
which unfortunately had to give way after- 
wards before the superior forces of Nazi 
Germany. 

But quite the reverse is the case of a coun- 
try, inhabited by heterogeneous elements, all 
demanding separation on their own terms. 
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Liberation from foreign yoke in case of such 
a country implies liberation for the important 
elements that compose the population^ India 
presents a typical example m this respect. 
The Hmdus and Muslims form predominant 
majorities m some well defined areas of this 
vast sub-continent The bulk of the Muslim 
population in India is concentrated in two 
separate zones in the North West and North- 
East each of which in view of its large popula 
tion and abundant resources is capable of 
developing into a progressive national state 
which can favourably compare with some of 
the leading states of the world Vivisection in 
case of India is merely the acknowledgement of 
the principle that India s present unity is a 
British creation and that it cannot be pre- 
served except under on Imperialism of the 
worst type where one community will domi- 
nate over the other The proper solution lies 
in following the example of the British Isles 
which have been vivisected to concede the 
demand of the Irish minority for self-deter- 
mination 



3 SOVIET RUSSIA AND ITS 
MINORITIES. 

[ I ] 

Russia before the Revolution of 1917 was 
a vast empire whose 200 races and nationalities, 
differing widely m education, religion and 
economic development had been held together 
by a brutal policy of Russification. It comp- 
rised European Russia, Siberia, Turkistan 
and Transcaucasia The Russians formed 68 
per cent of the total population of the Empire 
while among the minorities, the Turko-Tartar 
races, the Ukrainians, Poles, Finns, White 
Russians, the Baltic peoples were the most 
important groups There was seething discon- 
tent among the minority peoples for national 
independence but the dominant voice of the 
Russian majority left them no hope that they 
could ever claim separation. 

Some of the minority peoples were 
concentrated in certain compact parts of the 
Empire, particularly those living on the western 
border, Trans-Caucasia and Central Asia. 
There were five separate races on the Western 
border which were eager ?for their indepen- 
dence The Finns, Latvians Lithuanians, and 
Poles occupied the most important maritime 
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provinces of the west, and though they 
predominated in numbers in their respective 
provinces, yet there was no geographical fron- 
tier in the strict sense which could separate 
them from the rest of Russia, In fact their 
country formed part of the vast Russian ptain 
which sloped on the western border All 
the important sea ports and commercial towns 
of the West lay on the Baltic Coast Riga 
Helsingfors and Reval were flourishing sea 
1 ports while Poland with its towns of Warsaw 
Lodz,Vilna was the most advanced industrial 
centre of Russia. Baltic Sea was practically 
a Russian lake and provided the only direct 
sea route to Russia for its trade with the 
countries of Western Europe. The greater 
pdrt of the Russian navy was kept on the Baltic 
Coast, which was further strongly fortified 
to guard against German naval attacks 

Thus geographicahy commercially and 
strategically thcWcstcrn provinces were the 
most important part of European Russia and 
their separation could be nothing less than a 
great blow to the power and prestige of Russia 
m Europe, But the minority races of the 
Western border had awakened to their political 
consciousness and the tics of a common religion 
motherland and economic union could not hold 
them together as part of Russia Undoubtedly 
they had to suffer nothing by their union in 
material prospects The entire Russian foreign 
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trade passed through their towns and seaports 
they provided intellectual and commeicail cen- 
tres of the Empire, they shared m full its 
industrial and commercial prosperity But they 
were ready to forego all these advantages to 
satisfy their political aspnations for full m- 
dependense Immediate!}', on the outbreak of 
the Revolution of 1917, Finland, Estonia, 
Latvia, Lithuania and Boland declared their 
independence which was later on duly recog- 
nised by the new Soviet regime m Russia. 
This separation movement on the part of 
the 5 western states was a dnect reply to the 
Russification policy of the Russian majority 
prior to 1917 

The latter aimed at unifying Russia as 
the home of Russians irrespective of racial 
and religious differences. They pursued the 
policy of the adoption of a single language 
for the whole of Russia and the ‘liquidation 
of all national cultures’ In the first fhiik of 
JBolshevik assumption of power, the new ns'- 
ters of Russia declared that all national 
in Russia had a right to self -deteri morale r 
and to develop their own language a*- c liter- 
ature. Consequently obscure language: e "e 
revived and transcribed, alphbet: i ere de- 
vised for dialects which formerly yo^e'eed 
no written literature, native large e-y- V/ ere 
introduced in schools , courts and go Urn men r 
institutions of various regior: erd en effo‘ 
was made to select local offfoyl: from ^ 
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native population The Bolshevik leaders 
thereby hoped to check the separation of 
the various nationalities but failed owing 
mainly to their own failure to implemct their 
professed aims Despite Government s efforts 
to equalise the economic and cultural oppor 
tunnies of the national groups composing the 
Union the Russians who still form 68 per 
cent of the population continue to occupy a 
dominant position in the United Soviet Rus- 
sian federation and enjoy marked preponder 
ance in its administration 

One would perhaps not object to the 
natural advantages which the Russians still 
enjoy due to their preponderance in popu 
lation but the Soviet regime has absolutely 
failed to live up to their professions parti 
cularly with regard to the Muslim nationalities 
in Central Asia and Trans Caucasia who arc 
still being forced to remain parts of United 
Russian federation After the resolution of 
1917 all the majontj peoples had begun to 
clamour for independence White Russia 
Ukraine the peoples of Caucasia and Central 
Asia had sought to erect national states with 
foreign assistance In Transcaucasia three in 
dependent republics were set up — Georgia 
Armenia and Azerbaijan In the last named 
Muslims are a solid majority of 70Y But 
the Bolshesiks in their hour of glory forgot 
their promises and suppressed the new re 
publics The peoples were forced to accept 
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Soviet Government against their wishes. Each 
state on paper was given full internal auto- 
nomy with the rights to develop its own cul- 
ture and language* and to have its own 
supreme council and supreme court for ad- 
ministrative and judicial matters. Later on 
the 3 states were formed into Soviet Federat- 
ed Socialist Republic of Trans-Caucacia 

In Central Asia, tne Turko-Tartar races 
form 95% of the total population and deserve 
full independence like the nationalities of the 
Western border They live m a compact 
part of land which is a distinct geographi- 
cal region, in its climatic and physical con- 
ditions. All the inhabitants are allied m race 
religion and culture and 1 speak the same 
language Pan-Turanism, the new movement 
encouraged by -young Turks has taken a firm 
hold m the minds of people After the de- 
feat ot Turkey in the Great War, some of 
its most prominent leaders Tad taken shelter 
in Central Asia Enwar Pasha, of revered 
memory in particular was preaching the gos- 
pel of a united Turkish Empire and was 
planning to regenerate a new Turkey m the 
East far more war-like and invincible than 
the old Turkey But the Bolsheviks foiled 
him m his efforts, defeated his armies and 
put an end to his ambitions Thereafter 
the country was overrun by Red armies, the 
Amirs of Bokhara and Khiva were turned 
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out, and a Soviet administration was set up 
The country was in course of time split up into 
5 separate Soviet republics each representing 
its own typical race. The Kirghcz, Tajiks 
Usbeks Turkomans, Kazaks were all grouped 
under separate states 

In 1936 a new constitution was adopted 
for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
which is known widely as the Stalin Constitu- 
tion 


According to this Constitution the U S 
S R. consists of 11 republics 



Name 

Area 

Popula 



in sq 

tion m 

1 

Russian Soviet Federated 

miles 

Millions 


Socialist Republic 

6367768 1056 

2. 

Ukraman Soviet Socialist 




Republic 

170 998 319 

3 

White Russian Socialist 




Republic 

49022 

54 

4 

Azerbaijan Soviet Socialist 




Republic 

32,959 

Z9 

5 

Georgian Soviet Socialist 




Republic 

26,865 

31 

6. 

Armenian Soviet Socialist 




Republic 

11580 

11 

7 

Turkmen Soviet Socialist 




Republic 

171384 

12 

8 

Uzbek Souct Socialist 




Republic 

66 392 

5 



mi Kuoiift 


113 / 

Name Area Popula- 

in sq tion m 
miles millions. 

9. Tajikistan Soviet Socialist 

Republic 55,040 1 3 

10 Kazak Soviet Socialist 

Republic 1,047,791 6 8 

11 Kirghiz Soviet Socialist 

Republic 75,926 1.3 


8,095,738 165.9 

It will appear from the above that the 
Russian Soviet Federated Socialist Republic 
possesses 90 per cent of the entire Soviet 
territory and 68 per cent of its total popu- 
lation. Allied with the R S F, S R are ten 
other consituent republics of which Ukraine, 
White Russia, Armenia and Georgia are really 
Christian republics and Azerbaijan, and the 5 
republics of Central Asia are Muslim re- 
publics. 

In addtion to the ten constituent republics, 
there are 13 autonomous republics and 11 auto- 
nomous areas inside Russia proper where the 
non-Russian minorities have been granted full 
local autonomy and look after their own 
education, health, culture and language The 
policy of the Bolsheviks has been to create a 
separate autonomous area for every racial or 
religious group however small its numbers may 
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be provided xfc occupies a compact piece of land 
Thus the colony of Germans on the Volga has 
been constituted into a German Volga Republic 
Similarly for Muslim minorities the autonomous 
republics of Tartar Bashkir Dagestan Crimea 
Kara Kalpak, Kalmuk have been created inside 
Russia Proper To safeguard further the inte- 
rests of minorities a Council of Nationalities 
has been created at tbe Centre which enjoys 
equal powers with respect to legislation along 
with the Supreme Council which is elected by 
the direct vote of the peasants and workers 
To assimilate and bind together all minorities 
intensification of class struggle has been the 
key note of Bolshevik policy Emphasis is laid 
on the common interests of workers and 
peasants irrespective of their religion and 
nationality 

But despite all these benefits which the 
Soviet Government is supposed to have'eonferr- 
ed upon minorities it has failed to inspire 
confidence in them and to win them over 
finally In particular the people of Turkestan 
Trans-Caucasia and Ukraine who at present 
constitute ten union republics of equal status 
with Russia proper arc really discontented as 
they command very little influence in the 
central administration of the Soviet Even the 
Council of Nationalities at the centre has failed 
to gne satisfaction to minorities as all pomer has 
concentrated in thehandsofa dictatorial govern 



SOVIET RUSSIA 


109 


mcnt which has suppressed all freedom of con- 
science, of opinion, of the piess and of the 
meeting. If is quite possible that if the Soviet 
Government is engaged in a long war with 
Japan or Germany the minority peoples will 
seek an opportunity to rise in arms and to 
declare their independence The discontent of 
the minorities is one of the mam reasons why 
Bolshevik influence has not penetrated appre- 
ciably m the block of Islamic countries that lie to 
its south The Muslims of Afghanistan, Iran, 
Iraq and Turkey realise very well that the 
Soviet has failed to do justice to the people of 
Turkistan and Trans-Caucasia and has suppress- 
ed the separate States which they had set up 
after the Revolution of 1917. The mere fact 
that the Bolsheviks have split up Turkistan 
into 5 separate republics instead of constituting 
the whole country into one Federated republic 
exposes their sinister motives of suppressing 
the growth of nationalism m Central Asia. 

[ ii ] 

The Left wing in the Indian Congress al- 
ways looks to Soviet for inspiration, and eulo- 
gises its administration m high terms but it has 
failed so far to see the implications that are 
involved in the establishment of a peasants and 
workers' government m India on the Soviet 
model The mam difficulties in case of India 
are (1) Minority question, (2) Religion, (3) 
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Overcrowding of India as compared with the 
available area for habitation, (4) Conserva 
tism of the Indian peoples (5) Capitalist ten- 
dencies of the upper and middle classes (6) In 
dustrial backwardness The minority ques 
fcion of India is far more complex than that of 
Russia which despite the liberal views of the 
Soviet leaders and the generous treatment of 
minorities has failed to inspire confidence 
among the latter In Russia the Jews formed 
the vanguard of the revolutionary party and 
Lenin and many other leaders were drawn from 
them In consequence the constitution was 
so devised as to provide equal economic and 
political rights for minorities and to suppress 
all chance of Russian domination and the policy 
of Russification Sole emphasis was laid on 
the class struggle in which the workers and 
peasants of all nationahtiea were to form a 
common front against the anstoctats and bour- 
gcoise But the preponderance of Russia pro- 
per in federal administration has practically 
overshadowed the ten constituent republics of 
the Union who arc drifting towards national 
ism If India were to be divided on lines of 
Russia to satisfy the minority peoples the coun- 
try would have to be split up into a large 
number of constituent Republics autonomous 
republics and areas The sole policy in this 
new redistribution will be to establish national 
groups in different parts of the country on 
religious racial or culturul basis 
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assigned autonomous areas or republics. 

The Bolsheviks have created a separate 
autonomous area for every racial group how 
ever small its numbers maybe proudcd it 
occupies a compact piece of land Thus 
the colony of Germans on the Volga has 
been constituted into German Volga Republic. 
On similar lines minority question can he 
dealt within India. But when the entire 
scheme has been considered on Russian lines 
the question arises will it satisfy the Muslim 
mirtonties which number in India over 90 
millions? In Russia there arc both Christian 
and Muslim minorities numbering 40 and 30 
millions respectively and the majority of these 
people live in compact parts where at the first 
opportunity they will form into independent 
states The peoples of Ukraine White Russia 
Georgia Armenia Azerbaijan and the 5 repub 
lies of Central Asia can never be 'aid to be 
permanently satisfied with their Union with 
Soviet Russia Will not the same tendency 
exist in India especially when the Muslim 
minorities hate such a large preponderance in 
the nor*h west and north cast of India and arc 
linked together bj ties of religion culture 
traditions common social customs and cocon- 
omic interests ? Further the Muslims will be 
constantly reminded of the existence of mdc 
pendent Muslim States in other parts of the 
world and will look to them for an opportunitj 
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to claim full national independence. Hence 
the only safe course which can satisfy the legi- 
timate interests of the Muslims m India is to 
recognise their full rights of national indepen- 
dence m those compact parts where they are 
a majority and can combine to form separate 
states As such, the 5 countries of the noith- 
west, Punjab, Kashmir, Fiontier Province, Sindh 
and Baluchistan can be recognised as a separate 
federated state, and the former province of 
Eastern Bengal and Assam can be recognised 
another Muslim area In these two regions, 
Muslims will number more than 70% separately 
and also more than 70% of their total popula- 
tion m India Roughly the population of these 
Muslim states will be 80 millions of which 
Muslims will form a majority of 60 millions As 
against this the population of Hindu India will 
,be 270 millions of which Muslims will form 
a minority of 25 millions. 

The second difficulty in enforcing 
Soviet system' of Government m India is 
religion Both the Hindus and ’ Muslims, the 
two major communities, are strictly speaking 
religious — minded people An entirely 

materialistic conception of life will never be 
engrained in their minds Real happi- 
ness according to the Muslim ideas is not to 
be attained by a blind pursuit of worldly 
objects , it lies m the possession of a contented 
mind which believes in Virtue and piety 
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The Hindu ideal is also best represented by 
Mr Krisbnamurti who m a recent article in the 
press condemend the tendencies of totalitarian 
states to spppress organised religion He 
concluded the article with the remarks that 
the Indian race is essentially religious and 
attempts to plant irreligious doctrines in its 
moral and intellectual soil will meet with no 
permanent success 

The third difficulty is Overcron ding of 
India. The success of the Soviet system of 
Government is primarily due to the physical 
fact that Soviet Russia has unlimited resources 
in land forests, and mines The total area of 
the Soviet Union is 80 lac square miles 5 times 
the size of India while the total population is 
less than half of India Of this vast area 
forest land occupses 44% pasture, 11%, arable 
land 11% non agricultural land 31%. Of the 
arable land about 6% is actually under culti 
vation while a large part of forest land will be 
slowly brought under cultivation as soon as 
forests are cleared up It is thus evident that 
Russia can meet the needs of her gromng 
population and settle them on new lands which 
ace at present covered with forests or pastures 
India on the other hand has reached the Jimist 
of congestion in certain parts lc Bengal Bihar 
and U P„ and esen if all land Is equally 
apportioned among the peasants and farm 
labourers it will not yield them enough to 
subsist It wasquitd easy for the Bolsheviks 
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to transfer population from one crowded part 
to another as they possess enough lands m 
reserve where they can settle millions of 
peasants in no time. Hence it is difficult to 
satisfy the land hunger of the Indian peasantry 
even by the appropriation of the large estates 
of landlords. 

4 Conservatism of the Indian masses 
is another great setback Social customs have 
taken such a firm root in the minds of the 
people that nothing less than a revolution 
can change their mentality Despite the rapid 
assimilation of western influences the Hindu 
society is still caste-ridden and preserves all 
its ancient traditions m tact The Brahmin is 
still not prepared to recognise equal rights of 
partnership with a Harijan in the material and 
social comforts and privileges that he - enjoys 
The depressed classes are still very backward, 
and the orthodox Hindu is not prepared to 
give them equal status in society. The Muslim 
too. is not prepared to change his ' outlook on 
life. He believes the good of humanity to lie 
in the observance of those laws and principles 
which his religion has fixed for him A form 
of government where religion is given no 
place, marriage is held to ridicule, and family 
life is deprived of its harmony will not appeal 
to him. In Russia, the peop/e were no doubt 
conservative minded prior K to the Revolution, 
but then they had to face ho caste'' system or 
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untouchability in the form that India finds 
The Bolsheviks were essentially Christians 
who believed in the brotherhood and equality 
of man. Religious orders and the aristocrats 
had dominated and oppressed them so long 
that they had been reduced to abject poverty 
Consequently an economic appeal in their 
own interest stirred up their feelings But 
here in India the upper classes and priests do 
not appear so glaringly oppressive ns to 
excite envy and hatred of the masses. Again 
whereas m Russia the common people 
attributed all their miseries to the clergy and 
the nobles who had usurped all their rights 
and were the mainstay of the oppressive rule 
of the Czars, no such feeling has arisen m 
India in regard to the clergy and the noble* 
In fact the clergy in India are all poor while 
the nobles are not a privileged class here The 
old nobility has entirely disappeared with the 
advent of British rule and new classes and 
persons have risen to positions of prosperity 
and plenty by their sheer ability and efforts 

5 The capitalist tendencies of upper 
and middle classes arc also a great hmdcrancc 
In a Soviet regime there is no place for the 
private trader the money lender and the 
propertied classcsjvhich at present dominate 
life in Indian elites The most influential 
clement of the Indian Congress is drawn from 
cities and these at present have a deter 
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mining voice m the policy of the Congress. 
The intelligentsia and middle classes m India 
have become so much enamoured of the 
Western democratic system of Government 
that they think it nothing less than suicidal to 
the interests of the country to change the 
existing order In any change of order m 
India, hoxyever, the Hindu trader and middle 
classes will suffer most The peasants will 
repudiate all debts which they owe to money 
lenders and dispossess their landlords and the 
princes of their estates and possessions while 
in the cities, the monopoly of trade which is 
held by the Hindu middle classes will be 
abolished. The Muslim has comparatively 
little to lose materially as he does not possess 
his full share in the wealth of the country, In 
fact, if religion were not to create any difficulty 
m the way of his Acceptance of Soviet 
principles, he would be the first to become 
their most ardent preacher. 

6 Lastly the industrial backwardness 
of India cannot create a class of factory 
workers who constitute in Russia the ruling 
nation. India is mainly an agricultural 
country and the mdiistnal population is 
comparatively sjnall. This is mamly due to 
the paucity of minerals in India and the slow 
development of industries Russia too was 
primarily an agricultural country, but its 
mineral wealth is unlimited and can support a 



138 LESSONS FROM ABROAD 

very large number of workers. Coal and iron 
the two essentials of modem industry do not 
exist together in large quantities while the out 
put of the Indian mines is neither sufficient 
nor of very good quality In cities the people 
are mainly engaged in trade, indigenous crafts 
and professions There are very few factories 
on the model of those in Russia Hence there 
is no ready supply of factory workers who m 
Russia formed the vanguard of revolution 

Some of the outstanding results of the 
Soviet regime are given below to give a further 
idea as to whether it is possible for India to 
follow Soviet Russia. 

(1) Soviet regime has abolished class 
distinctions based upon wealth but it has 
failed to prevent differences based upon control 
of wealth 

(2) It has suppressed organised religion 
which is regarded as the cause of ignorance 
and superstition but this has been accompanied 
by a materialistic conception of life and a 
mystic cxhaltation of socialism and its prophet 
Lenin who is actually worshipped like a saint 

A 

(3j State control over industry trade 
transporafion banking and agriculture has 
been established but this has implied concen 
tration of power in tlje hands of a dictatorial 
government whigh has suppressed all freedom 
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of conscience, of opinion, of the press and of 
meeting. 

(4) It has grouped minorities nr ten con- 
stituent republics and a large number of auto- 
nomous areas where they can develop their 
own culture and languages, encourage their , 
own national characteristics and administer 
health, justice and other industrial activities, 
but despite all these benefits Which it has con- 
ferred on minorities, it has failed to wm-them 
over finally. 
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of conscience, of opinion, of the press and of 
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(4) It has grouped minorities m ten con- 
stituent republics and a large number of auto- 
nomous areas where they can develop their 
own culture and languages, encourage their 
own national characteristics and administer 
health, justice and other industrial activities, 
but despite all these benefits which it has con- 
ferred on minorities, it has failed to wm-them 
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4, LESSONS 'FROM BRITISH 
DOMINIONS 

I CANADA 

The British Commonwealth of Nations 
comprises six Dominions Australia, Canada 
South Africa, New Zealand Newfoundland and 
the Irish Free State As defined by the 
Imperial Conference of 1926 the Dominions 
are autonomous communities within the 
British Empire equal m status m no way 
subordinate one to another in any aspect of 
their domestic or foreign affairs though united 
by a common allegiance to the Crown and 
freely associated ns members of the British 
Commonwealth of Nations 

This definition was legally accepted in 
a special Act of the British Parliament on 
December 11 1931 known as the Statute of 
Westminister This Statute simply defines 
the relations of the Dominions with the 
Imperial Government and docs not point out 
the differences in the working of their 
constitutions 

Thtcc of the Dominions have federal 
constitutions of more or less ideal form while 
the remaining three are unitary New Zealand 
New foundland and the Irish Free State have 
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each a single Parliament exercising full control 
over the whole territory The Union of 
South Africa is apparently federal m form and 
comprises the self-governing colonies of the 
Cape of Good Hope, Natal, Transval, and the 
Orange Free State, but the Union Parliament 
has supreme power. Canada and Austialia 
have true federal constitutions where power 
is shared between the federal and local govern- 
ments and legislatures on definite principles 
which can only be altered under a strictly 
defined constitutional process. 

A careful study of the constitution 
history of the Dominions will show that they 
have developed slowly into their present form 
and that m each case the constitution has 
been the result of circumstances and conditions 
peculiar to it In Canada the recent trend has 
been towards a strong Federal Government, 
as the French minority feared that a loose 
federation of Provinces might tempt the USA. 
to annex the whole of Canada and thus their 
present position would be reduced to a hopeless 
minority in the midst of an overwhelming 
English-speaking population. Australia, on 
the other hand had no such fear of aggression 
from a neighbour and hence the commonwealth 
constitution is based not on the desire as far 
as possible to unity, but rather on the granting 
to the States the retention of the maximum 
of authority compatible with the creation of 
unity in any sense. 
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Newfoundland lies in the immediate 
vicinity of Canada and cannot defend herself 
without the protection guaranteed to her as a 
member of the British commonwealth of 
Nations. Economically het interests arc 
closely aljied with Canada while in race 
religion and history the people do not differ 
from the English-speaking people of Canada 

The people of Newfoundland however 
axe not prepared to merge their indentity into 
a greater Canada and to lose their separate 
independence This is because thoy feel 
that separation secures to them far grea 
ter advantages than a scheme of union 
with Canada. The case of Newfoundland 
clearly proves that a community however 
small it may be cannot be forced against its 
will to lose her independent existence if it can 
feel secure in the enjoyment of its rights in a 
compact part which it occupies. 

New Zealand is another self-governing 
Dominion which cannot defend her indc 
pendcncc alone if she is deprived of the 
protection of the Imperial Navy and yet she 
is not prepared to enter into a common < 
federation with Australia which may result in 
subordinating her position to the latter Even 
tho common danger of the rising power of 
Japan has failed to induce the two Dominions 
to unite into a single federal State Un 
doubtedlj the people living m both the 
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Dominions are linked by ties of blood, religion, 
language and history, but the mere fact that 
• each Dominion wants to be secure m the 
development of its own economic resources 
has led them to form separate political orders- 

I will now take up the remaining 4 
Dominions and discuss how far the analogy of 
each can apply to India. I start with Canada 
first as its constitution has often been quoted 
as a model for India and a parallel of Hmdu- 
Muslim problem has been sought m the racial 
question between English and French 
Canadians. 

Canada has a population of 10£ millions, 
of which the French nunlber 3 millions and 
the British are just over half of the total. 
The French form a prominant majority m the 
Province of Quebec and are also fairly 
represented m Ontario, The racial pro- 
blem had assumed a serious turn m Canada 
prior to the North Ametica Act of 1867. 
“The old Canada was French m blood and 
Homan Catholic m creed, the new was English 
and Protestant 

Pitt, the British Premier, made a serious 
attempt to grapple with the problem. The 
British Parliament passed in 1791 the Canada 
Constitutional Act which divided Canada into 
two Piovmces. Upper (Ontario) and , Lower 
(Quebec), and m each there- were to be two 
Legislatures. The Executive was not to be 



124 LESSONS FROM ABROAD 

responsible to the Legislature. The system 
worked well for a time but there were 
inherent defects in it. The main drawback 
was that there was continuous friction between 
Legislature and Executive 

Lord Durham was sent to devise a new 
constitution According to his rccommen 
dations the Union Act of 1840 united once 
more the French and the British Canadas. 
The whole colony was new to have one 
Legislature with a responsible Executive The 
Act, however only solved one difficulty that 
of friction between Executive and Legislature 
but it entirely failed to unite the Canadians 
into one nation 

Provincial feeling was very strong and 
there was no real desire for unity There was 
every danger that the Colony might be annexed 
by the neighbouring country the USA 
which was growing very formidable in power 
British statesmen felt that a unitary form of 
government was unsuitable and that some 
form of federation was to be devised if Canada 
was not to disintegrate into fragments They 
set to work to create a real stimulus for union 
The French were told that their special 
interests would best be secured in a federal 
government which would allow the State of 
Quebec full autonomous powers. They were 
promised special rights of representation in 
the two federal houses 
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The Federal Act of 1867 assigned 24 
senators each to Quebec and Ontario. In the 
House of Commons the number of members 
for Quebec was permanently fixed at 65, while 
the remaining provinces were assigned members 
according to population The franchise was 
made universal by removing the property 
qualification. The French were allowed to 
have their own special schools and to retain the 
French system of law m Quebec. French was 
also to be recognised as an official language 
along with English. The French ecclesiastical 
system was also retained and was assured 
of State help 

Despite all these concessions under a 
federal constitution, the French would not 
have accepted the union if circumstances had 
not forced them to give up their idea of 
separation 

There were three clear motives which 
guided the average French-man to sup- 
port the movement towards Canadian 
Federation. The first was that the neighbour- 
ing country, the U. S A., was rapidly growing 
m power and the French Canadians were 
helpless to maintain their independent Srsm 
in, Quebec against it. They feared tutr :£ 
they did not join hands with the British 
Canadians, the latter might be induced to 
join the American Federation where then- 
own kith and km, the ZngHsh-speak^’ 
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people held a prepoderance in population 
and thus they would no longer be able to pre- 
serve their religion language and race 

The second motive which pressed the 
French Canadians for Union was that their 
own country was limited in area and rcsour 
ces, while m the remaining part of Canada 
there was unlimited scope for development 
of resources and expansion of population 
The Western Central Provinces were yet 
thinly peopled and were rich in forests and 
mines So the desire to share m the ex- 
ploitation of the undeveloped parts of Canada 
was a great factor in moving them towards 
Union 

Thirdly the British Government was pur 
suing a policy of appeasement towards the 
French Under its influence the British 
Canadians were willing to offer them liberal 
concessions and to fraternise with them on 
equal terms The British Government and 
loyal Canadians genuinely felt that unless 
the French Canadians were pacified Federal 
unity could not be achieved and that with 
a house divided against itself the chances of 
interference or possible annexation by the 
USA would increase This changed atti- 
tude of tbe British Government and British 
Canadians had also a soothing effect upon the 
French 

There were other influences too at work 
The British Empire had gron n so as to covet 
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one-fourth area of the whole world with 
one-fourth of the world population Its 
resources were inexhaustible. The French 
Canadians could naturally be not the losers 
by participating m the advantages likely to 
be obtained. France, after the middle of the 
19th century, had on the other hand, begun 
to decline in prestige and power and had 
been practically overshadowed in European 
politics by Germany which had inflicted a 
crushing defeat on the Republic m 1871. 
Hence the French Canadians could no longer 
look to their mother-country for protection 
and inspiration. Their sympathies were now 
equally divided' between the British and 
French Governments as both had been drawn 
into a close alliance m face of the rising danger 
m Central Europe. 

The close comradeship m arms of the 
British and French nations m two of the 
greatest wars m History, the Great war of 
1914 and the present War have exercised 
a further unifying influence upon the minds of 
the French and English Canadians. 

In addition to the reasons outlined above* 
there were other factors which have influenced 
the French Canadians to unite under a Federal 
Government These are m the words of Mr. 
Abdullah Yusuf All, compactness, organisation 
self-reliance and education. “The French are 
concentrated m two Provinces, Quebec and 
Ontario. They are well-organised both in 
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Church and State. They suffer from no in- 
feriority complex on the score of being a mino- 
rity as they have no chances of friction with the 
British Government or the British Canadian^ 
They have an efficient system of education 
both secular and religious worked out by them- 
selves without internal quarrel and friction " 

It is apparent that the analogy of Canada 
doesnotapply to India. The fnovement for sepa- 
ration in Canada was checked by circumstances 
which have no counter-part m India The 
French Canadians, felt that separation would 
not bring them such material advantages as 
Federation They feared the annexation of 
Canada by the USA which might have re- 
duced their position to an insignificant minority 
in themidttof a hostile English speaking popu 
lation They wanted to take a due share 
in the exploitation of the resource* of vast 
areas which were still undeveloped They were 
assured of special rights in preservation of 
their own system of law and education cxces 
sivc representation and other economical pri 
silcgcs They were to participate in the com* 
mon advantages of an Empire which has in 
exhaustible resources They had no historical 
cause of friction left with the British Gosern 
ment as their mother country had drawn into 
closer alliance with it. Lastly the French 
Canadians were sufficiently strong and orga- 
nised, both educationally and economically to 
hold their own. 
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None of their condition? holds good in case 
of Indian Muslims. Their desire for separation 
is determined by the carefully weighed consi- 
deration that separation will bung them more 
good than federation 

There is no real dangei. as existed m the 
case of Canada m the rising power of the 
U S A., that m case of division into Hindu 
India and Muslim areas India will be annexed 
by a foreign country. Muslim North West 
can easily enter into a non-aggression pact with 
the neighbouring Muslim States and safeguard 
her independence. 

Again, there are no economical advantages 
which Muslims can gam by accepting a Federal 
Government, The Muslim areas are sparsely 
populated in some parts and there is abundant 
scope for their development and the expansion 
of population. If they are merged into a united 
India, they will be flooded m no time with 
immigrants from Hindu India which has reached 
the stage of congestion in many parts In 
Canada, on the other hand, it was the very desire 
of sharing m the exploitation of the undevel- 
oped parts which determined their choice to 
accept Federation 

The French m Canada had to reckon with 
a people who, though differing m race and 
sect, yet were not exclusive and caste-ridden 
m their outlook on life Inter-dming and 
intermarrying were not a total prohibition m 
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tbeir conception of a common European civi 
lisataon 

In India the Muslims are face to face with a 
people whose very social system is the negation 
of democracy TTic problems of caste untou- 
ability restricted meals, prohibition of tneaf 
undue reverence of cow music before mosque 
etc., are peculiar to India 

The Muslims cannot repose their faith in 
the good will of a people who have reduced a 
quarter of their own number to the position of 
untouchables who are not allowed to draw 
water from a common well or to worship in a 
common temple. 

In the economic field there is an open con 
flict between a Muslim and a Hindu In urban 
areas the Muslim middle classes have been 
ousted from all share in carrying trade parti 
cularly m cloth and gram which have become 
a close monopoly of the Hindus. In rural 
areas the Muslim agriculturists arc groaning 
under a heavy load of debt which they owe to 
the Hindu moneylender and their only hope 
lies in the repudiation of those debts Banking 
insurance and many other business activities 
have become an exclusive concern of Hindus 

In Canada the British Govcrmcnt recog 
nised the necessity of appeasing the French 
Canadians fearing that thcit dtscontcnt uould 
provide a chance for interference to the U S.A 
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which would not like to have a discontented 
neighbour The British Canadians, who were 
loyal to their motherland were also alive to 
this danger and were prepared to make all 
possible concessions to the French, 

In India, on the other hand, the Hindus 
do not admit the necessity of appeasing Mus- 
lims to make them willing partners of Fede- 
ration.' They have no fear that any neighbour- 
ing Muslim State can effectively intervene to 
help the Muslims or can embark upon a scheme 
of annexing the country. Consequently, they 
are bent upon depriving them of the special 
concessions that they hold at present m the 
. form of communal electorates or special repre- 
sentation in services, , 

The Congress wants a strong federal 
government at the centre without convincing 
the Muslims that it will be to their own in- 
terest The French Canadians accepted a 
strong Central Government for fear that the ' 
disintegration of Canada might provide America 
, an opportunity to annex it Does a 
similar fear exercise the minds of Muslims ? 
In their case, it is the fear that the enforced 
union of the Centre will be fraught with 
grave consequence for them that stimulates 
their desire for separation 

Again, m case of Canada, the French and 
British Canadians had fraternised as a result of 
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the development of friendly relations and com- 
radeship in arms between the French and the 
English nations Here m India the Muslims can 
never expect that a strong and powerful govern 
ment under the influence of an aggressive 
Hindu majority newly inspired with the cult 
of nationalism can ever be fair in its dealings 
with the neighbouring Muslim countries, Rather 
it is feared that the future India is bound to 
come into conflict with Afghanistan on the 
question of territorial adjustment of the Fron- 
tier If the Muslims are content to accept the 
status of a minority the Indian Government of 
the future will also be interested in keeping 
Muslims in Central Asia and Chinese Turkistan 
as permanent minorities under the Russian 
and Chinese Governments and will enter into 
an imjienal alliance with these powers lest the 
Muslim minorities in any of these countries 
should assert their claims for independence 

II SOUTH AFRICA 

Next to Canada the racial question has 
been grappled with by British statesmen in 
SouthAfnca. The Dutch wero virtually roasters 
of the Cape Colony prior to its final annexation 
by the British On the outbreak of the Trench 
Revolution in 1792, the Colony was occupied 
by a British force at the request of the Nether 
lands Government ns the mother countr> had 
been conquered by the French Republic In 



BK-li iSH UUM1N1U.N5 


133 


1802 when the Treaty of Amiens was signed, 
the Colony was returned to the Dutch. Sub- 
sequently, on the renewal of war with Napo- 
leon, Cape was reoccupied m 1806 by the 
British and was finally purchased m 1S14 at 
the conclusion of the war from the Dutch 
Government. 

Under the British, the Colony began to 
attract large numbers of immigrants from the 
British Isles Conflicts were bound to arise 
between the Dutch farmers and the English 
rulers The Dutch retired more and more into 
the interior and finally began their mass move- 
ment for the evacuation of the Cape Colony 
and the establishment of new homes m the 
Orange Free State and the Transvaal republic, 
The Dutch established very strong states which 
were steadly encroaching upon the territories 
of native chiefs, finally they were involved m 
war with the British Government which led to' 
the annexation of their colonies m 1902. 

The British parliament passed the Union 
Act m 1919 under which the four colonies of 
the Cape Colony. Natal, the Orange Free State 
and the Transvaal, were united m a legislative 
Union under one government in the name of 
the Union of South Africa The Act provided 
for a Governor-General, an Executive council 
mcharge of Departments of State, a Senate 
and a House of Assembly The Colonies accepted 
the position of Provinces, and the Govern- ~ > ‘"V 
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ment became unitary in form In each Pro- 
vince an Administrator -was appointed by the 
Governor-General in Council for five years 
and a Provincial Council elected for the same 
period having an executive committee of four 
to be presided by the Administrator Thc-Pro 
vmcial Councils and Committees have autho- 
rity to deal vnth local matters such as provin 
dal finance primary education local bodies 
roads and bridges chanty and hospitals markets 
fislj and game, but all ordinances passed by 
them are subject to the veto of the Governor- 
General in Council. 

The question may arise here wh> have 
the Dutch agreed to accept a strong Central 
Government which has reduced the four colo 
nies to the status ot mete Provincial Divisions? 
Firstly the brief historical review given above 
will convince the reader that the Dutch settlers 
of South Africa were forced to accept the 
British administration as a result of a senes of 
conflicts and frictions culminating in the Boer 
War of 1899 Had the Bntish armies not 
forcibly occupied the Dutch States of T ransvaat 
and Orange Free State the latter would have 
developed into independent states. The Dutch 
settlers were so anxious to preserve their full 
political and economic indpcndcnce that after 
annexation of the Cape Coleny bj the British 
Government they left their homes en ma f 
in order to establish new colonics farther in 
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land. But they had to give way before the 
superior British power 

Secondly, the acceptance of a strong Cent- 
ral Government m no way adversely affects 
Dutch interests Numerically, they exceed the 
British element m two Provinces and are just 
equal m two others, Out of a total European 
population of 16 76 lacs according to the census 
of 1936. those who follow the Dutch Church 
number 9 21 lacs, or over 55 per cent The Dutch 
'majority in population is clearly reflected in 
the Senate and the House of Assembly, as the 
franchise has been extended to all males or 
females above the age of 21 and the property 
and wage qualifications have been removed. 

/ 

Thirdly, the Dutch have accepted a unitary 
form of government, as this enables them, apart 
from making their influence felt at the Centre, 
to have further chances of sharing m the ex- 
ploitation of native lands along with the English. 

The natives form a majority of 73 millions 
out of a total population of 93 according to the 
census of 1936 All sorts of restrictions have 
been imposed upon them to check their expan- 
sion towards lands specially reserved for Euro- 
peans, They have no governing voice m the 
affairs of the Dominion nor can they ever aspire 
to the status of a constitutional majority The 
Union, is considered .to be the homeland of 
people of European extraction and is expected 
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in course of time to have a preponderance 
of European population The Representation 
of natives Act, 1936. provides for the direct 
representation of natives in the Senate and the 
establishment of a Native Representation Coun 
ciL But this in practice means that out of 40 
members on the Senate only four will be 
natives while the Native Representation Coun 
til with its 6 official and 12 native elected 
members is a mere advisory body whose func 
aon is to consider and report upon legislation 
concerning natives. 

Fourthly the Dutch accepted Union as 
in this way alone they could control the immi- 
gration problem through their powerful mflu 
cnee at the Centre Both the Dutch and the 
English settlers were alive to -the danger Of 
the new rising powers in Central Europe which 
were fast expanding in population and were 
in search of new homelands to settle their 
surplus population Germany in particular 
by her close contact with the Union Territory 
through the prewar German Colony of 
South West Africa had designs on British 
South Africa and considered it a possible home 
land for the future expansion of the German 
population The Dutch sought m the union 
an effective voice to safeguard against this 
new danger and joined hands with the British 
in closing the doors to German or Italian sett 
lets in any large numbers 
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Many other considerations have weighed 
with the Dutch in then agreeing to live as com- 
mon citizens along with the British The 
Dutch knew that the Bnfcish power was supreme 
in the greater part of Africa that it possessed 
the strongest navy to protect the Union from 
its enemies, that there were many undeveloped 
areas m the north of the Union which were 
rich m soil and mines and offered^ chances for 
exploitation. By throwing m their lot with 
the British, they could ensure their own se- 
curity against danger and better their economi- 
cal prospects 

The Boers also realised that though 
strong and organised, they were still a 
minority in the midst of an overwhelming 
native population and they could not form 
a stable government by their own efforts 
without the active assistance of the British 
element in the population. They" could no 
longer look to their mother-country for sup- 
port which was helpless to interfere m their 
war of 1899. Moreover, the consoling idea 
that their fellow-brothers m the mother- 
country still had ample opportunities for pro- 
gress and expansion m the possession of the 
Duch East Indies made them reconciled to 
their lot, and changed for the better their atti- 
tude towards the British. 

When it is added to this that the British 
Government, after the enforcement of the Act 
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of Union has always followed a policy of 
appeasement towards the Dutch and conceded 
the latter the right to maintain their Church 
and Law it is possible to understand why 
the Dutch have become attached to the Union 
Government 

From the above it follows that the Union 
Government cannot be quoted at furnishing 
any parallel to solve Hindu Muslim problem 
in India. A unitary Government is out of 
the question in India The Dutch accepted 
it as it gave them an effective voice at the 
Centre while the British Africans sought 
their protection m the future increase in 
British immigrants and the patronage of the 
British Parliament The Hindus undoubtedly 
will have an effective voice at the Centre 
if a strong government responsible to 
the Legislature is established but where 
is the protective hand which can dispel 
all fears from the mind of a Muslim against 
possible encroachment by the Hindu majority 
In the Union the Dutch are a majority of 
the European population while tho British 
minority has nothing to fear as it is protected 
by the strong hand of Great Britain 

The Indian Muslims ore a minority of 
25 per cent and cannot rely upon the good 
will of the majority community which 
socially economically and politically is poles 
asunder from it The \er> protection of 
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the British Government on which they could 
rely is considered inconsistent with the ideas of 
nationalism, unity and democracy 

The Muslims in India have to gain nothing 
by accepting the idea of a common nation which 
will be predominantly Hindu in outlook The 
best way for them to preserve their religion, 
language and culture as well as their political 
and economic mteicsts is to assume sovereign 
power in predominantly Muslim parts of 
India. Desire for Federation is absolutely 
lacking on the part of Muslims and if they 
are forced to unite, the consequences will be 
a constant state of civil war. The strong 
hand of British Imperialism may' preserve the 
political unity of India for some time, but 
there is no guarantee that circumstances will 
remain unchanged for ever. 

A community of 90 millions conscious 
of its historic role and sharing m common 
with the rest of the Muslim World the 
noblest and best aspirations of life, cann ot 
be forced to live m a permanent state of 
subjection. Independence has no meaning 
for it, if it results in leaving it at the 
mercy of the very community which in the 
last 200 years has been its greatest rival in 
,every sphere of public activity. There are, m 
addition, deep-rooted historical differences 
which can only be obliterated by a fair re- 
cognition of the full part which each 
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communitvlias to play in the promotion of its 
own interests 


1U AUSTRALIA 

The commonwealth of Australia was 
constituted under an Act passed by the 
British Parliament in 1900 The Act pro 
claimed that the people of New South 
Wales Victoria South Australia Queensland 
~end Tasmania had agreed to be united m 
a Federal Commonwealth and made provision 
for the inclusion of Western Australia in the 
Commonwealth if its people so desired A 
close study of the events culminating in the 
establishment of the Commonwealth of Austra- 
lia will clearly signify that the federal constitu 
non was demanded by the people of all the 
independent colonics in their own common 
interests The British Parliament simply recog 
msed the desire to unite on the part of the 
colonial peoples, and gave it a material form 
through the Act of 1900 If there had been no 
agreement among the colonics desirous of the 
union the Commonwealth would not have 
been formed and might hate been delayed 
indefinitely The verv fact that Western 
Australia refused to form the Commonwealth 
as it considered its union- with other colonics 
detrimental to its economic interests shows 
that every State was free to choose ns own 
future 
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New South Wales was the earliest colony 
to have its own independent government. 
The name at first was given to the entire eas- 
tern part of Australia on its discovery by Cap- 
tain Cook m 1788. In 1851 its southern part 
was separated from it and formed into a 
new colony under the name Victoria In 
1859, the northern part of the colony was also 
separated to form the new colony of Queens- 
land All these three colonies were granted 
responsible government after 1855. 

Southern Australia was at first a ccztzzz 
settlement, but was proclaimed into a prcmtr 
m 1836 and was granted responsible grmnr- 
ment in 1856. Western Australia rose nrm z 
convict settlement to an independent rrmj 
' and was the last to be granted resrrmr£k 
government which it secured m lt?Z 


ed- 


it is thus evident that all the See: 
now form the Commonwealth nr 
grew up as independent 
direct relations with the Imps 
There was no central erge 
associate the colonies in erst: 

Each Colony had its own Leg: 
of two houses with a Cm 

The desire towards T V— 

as a result of free dis msn — a — - 
of the different tm 
Government had nr —Ci- 
ting the movennrrn Crtm— 



*142 LESSONS FROM ABROAD 

initiative had been with the people and their 
representatives 

The Legislature and the general -body of 
electors of every colony were free to decide 
whether they would accept Federal Constitution 
or not The Act for the establishment of 
Commonwealth became only possible after each 
colony had given its free consent through the 
majority vote of its Legislature and the 
referendum vote of the people Queensland 
New South Wales Western Australia each in 
turn delayed to accept the federal constitution 
as they wanted amendments in their own 
interest Mere consent of the freely elected 
delegates. Premiers of the different Colonies, 
the members of the Upper and Low'cr Houses 
was not considered a sufficient ground to 
accept federal constitution unless the same had 
been obtained by the process of referendum 
Western Australia up to the last refused to 
enlist as member of the Commonwealth and 
only agretrd after the Act had been passed 
by the British parliament at the joint request 
of the other five Colonics 

No Colony made an appeal to the British 
Government at any stage to interfere and to 
coerce an unwilling colony into accepting the 
Federal Constitution Each colony exercised 
its own free will as expressed through its 
Premier its delegates, Legislature and electors 
in general to decide the quession of federation 
The draft bill of the Federal Constitution was 
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thoroughly discussed, revised and reconsidered 
before being finally agreed upon and there was 
such a unanimity on it on the paxt of the federat- 
ing colonies when it was sent on to the British 
Parliament for enactment that it needed no 
amendment ^except m regard to the right of 
appeal to the Privy Council 

Truly it can be said that the federal 
constitution was framed by the people of 
Australia with their own free consent and the 
Commonwealth Act of 1900 was the concession 
to popular will proving thereby that consent 
is an essential pre-requisite to the grant of 
freedom to a country, If the different colonies 
of Australia had not united on the issue of 
Federation and had chosen to pursue- their own 
ways, the Commonwealth would have never 
been established 

This essential point is often conveniently 
forgotten in India by the Hindus who wrongly 
, and selfishly urge that India’s integrity and 
indivisibility should be preserved per force by 
the British Government and the Muslim 
majority Provinces should be denied their 
tights to pronounce freely on the question of 
federation If in case of a homogeneous people* 

- allied by race, religion, language and tradition. 
Federation could , not be enforced without the 
free consent of the federating colonies, how 
can 90 millions of Muslims m India, who have 
fundamental political differences with the 
Hindus, be compelled to accept a federal 
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constitution without being consulted as to 
whether it really suits their interests? 

Australia is the only British Self- 
governing Dominion which has a true federal 
constitution The Union of South Africa is 
a Federation in name Its four Provinces 
which make up the Union are mere adminis- 
trative areas which lie at the mercy of the 
Union Parliament Canada too in one respect 
is not a true federation It* provinces do not 
retain the original authority The residuary 
powers are granted to the Centre while the 
powers of the Provinces are limited and strictly 
defined The laws of the provinces are subject 
to revision or total rejection by the Dominion 

In Australia, the powers of the States 
are undefined and their laws may be disallowed 
only by the Imperial Parliament and arc in no 
way under the Commonwealth control The 
framers of the Commonwealth constitution 
were anxious as fully as possible to preserve 
State rights and were influenced by the 
American model in the allocation ol power 
between the Centre and Provinces As is 
truly said The Commonwealth constitution 
is based not on the desire as far as possible to 
unify but rather on the granting to the States 
the retention of the maximum of authority 
compatible with the creation of a unity in any 
sense But in actual practice, the relations 
of the Commonwealth have not been 
harmonious with the Provinces 
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Professor Keith m his '‘Dominion 
Autonomy m Practice” admits that “powers 
of the Commonwealth are inadequate and that 
there is a serious overlapping in matters relating 
to labour and industrial and commercial 
conditions” He says that “repeated efforts 
have been made to induce the people to entrust 
to the Commonwealth the power to regulate 
internal trade and commerce and labour 
conditions m general, to control corporations 
of every kind, to regulate monopolies, and, 
where necessary, to expropriate and carry on 
the business concerned for the public interest 
But all these efforts have been defeated and 
the latest de\elopment is the defeat of Mr - 
Bruce’s proposal on the refusal of the Stares to 
surrender any powers, to reduce to a minimum 
the Commonwealth operations in respect of 
trade disputes ” 

Professor Keith criticises the Common- 
wealth Government In his opinion “financial 
I relations have also disturbed the haimony 
.between the Commonwealth and the States, 

~ and South Australia, Western Australia and 
Tasmania have suffered rather than gained 
economically from federation.” Further he 
complains that “as m Canada, the Senate has 
completely failed to serve any federal purpose* 
Its members seldom , display any tendency to 
support the State rights against Common- 
wealth inroads, the only sign of their State 
' affiliation lying in the effort to secure the 
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maximum benefit from federal funds for their 
constituents ” 

Those who know that Australia is entirely 
inhabited by people of British race homogc 
neous in tradition and outlook must feel a bit 
surprised why the individual States of the 
Commonwealth are so jealous of their rights 
and do not want to entrust the Federal Govern- 
ment with additional legislative and financial 
powers But the reasons are not far to seek 
Australia is double the size of India with barely 
7i millions of people. Vast areas arc still un 
developed Among the six States New South 
Wales and Victoria together account for more 
than two thirds of population These two 
States stall retain many of their old privileges 
when they were self governing colonics. The 
Federal Parliament has no right to Veto any 
Bill passed by the State Legislatures They 
have direct relations with the Crown through 
the direct appointment of their Governors by 
the Crown and their right of appeal to the 
Privy Council Naturally these States cannot 
tolerate interference with their long established 
rights. They have accepted participation in 
Federation to gain additional prestige and to 
secure an effective voice in the exploitation of 
the wealth of undeveloped parts of Australia 
The comparatively undeveloped States of 
South and West Australia and the small island 
State of Tasmania have practically gained no- 
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thing economically by joining the Federation, 
Their population is still very small, while their 
resources m cultivable lands, forests, pasturages 
and mines are still mainly untapped. The gold 
and copper mines of Western and Southern 
Australia have been a great source of income 
to the Federal Government, while they have 
derived no corresponding benefit m return 
Further the financial arrangements of the 
Commonwealth, under which it has taken over 
the debts of the States m lieu of customs and 
excise and pays subsidies to some at a fixed rate 
per head, has hit the States with smaller popula- 
tion very hard The three old States of Vict- 
oria, New South Wales and Queensland had 
incurred heavy debts m the past by developing 
their means of communication, agriculture, 
mining and industry and have now been reliev- 
ed of their heavy burdens m lieu of their con- 
sent to make over revenue from customs and 
excise to the Federal Government The three 
smaller States which are still mainly undevelop- 
ed have had to forego important sources of in- 
come without deriving corresponding benefit. 
Their debts under development schemes were 
comparatively msigmfcant while the income 
foregone is comparatively' high. The return in 
the form of subsidies does not amount to much 
m their case as it is calculated on population 
figures. 

A careful examination of the circumstances 
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leading to the formation of the Federal Con- 
stitution will reveal that it haa no parallel 
lesson for India The constitution is primarily 
meant to meet the needs of a homogeneous 
population allied by race, religion language 
and history 

Unlike the huge population of India which 
has a living space of 2i acres per head in 
Australia the advantages are a hundred times 
as great A small population of 7i millions is 
assured of peace, plenty and comfort in a vast 
continent of 3 million square miles which is 
capable of accommodating 10 times the present 
population. The desire to share in the untapp 
ed wealth of Australia is enough to stimulate 
every Australian to unite under a Federal 
Government Appeal to better economic inter- 
ests has been the strongest unifying force to an 
Australian. Such an economic appeal is not 
possible in India. Here we may unite for an 
equal distribution of the wealth of India but 
in practice it will mean equality of all in 
poverty India is not rich enough to provide 
a decent living to every body if its wealth is 
equally shared by alb So the stimulus to better 
the economic lot does not equally appeal to all 
The people in the Punjab will alwajs be at an 
advantage in the harvesting of their natural 
products when compared with the people in 
the U P or Bihar The latter are congested 
Provinces and the population has reached a 
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stage of growth beyond which it will lead to a 
perpetual State of unemployment, starvation 
and famine. The Punjab and other Muslim 
areas of the North-West will not have to face 
the population problem for years to come But 
then inhabitants will have to be on guard 
against the influx of half-starving people from 
Rajputana or the U. P, 

Another factor which has influenced the 
people of Australia to unite has been the new 
- danger m the rising power of Japan. The 
Commonwealth States are prepared to sacrifice 
their separate existence to face this danger. 
Preservation of the united strength of Australia 
against a common enemy is more important 
and vital to the interests of the people than 
insisting on their separate state rights. It is 
this new threat which had drawn the common- 
wealth into closer alliance with the mother- 
country As long as Australia is not suffciently 
strong to defend her own interests, it will 
continue to be the most earnest member of the 
British Commonwealth of Nations. 

The common man mjlndia is not moved by 
a similar situation to press for Federation The 
Congress and Hindu Mahasabha are enamoured 
of the ideal simply out of motives of political 
power and aggrandisement To them Fede- 
ration implies a permanent domination of India 
. m the primary interest of the Hindu majority 
Muslims and other minorities will be assured 



150 


LESSONS FROM ABROAD 


of safeguards for the protection of such rights 
as do not come into conflict with the Hindu 
conception of nationalism but m the political 
and economic field Hindu leadership will have 
to be accepted and followed by all 

IV IRELAND 

Of all the self-governing Dominions 
Ireland alone furnishes a practical solution 
of the communal question in India The 
Irish Free State has a unitary form of 
Government after the British model but its 
jurisdiction extends only over three fourths of 
Ireland the rest having its own separate 
government. Ireland is a small island fotming 
a compact geographical area. It is inhabited 
by an English speaking people who have much 
m common m their culture law education 
and general outlook on life but who differ 
in their religious creeds and historic tradi- 
tions Of the 4 Divisions into which the 
island is divided three form the Irish Free 
State and the fourth is named Ulster The 
population of the island is just over 4 mil- 
lions of which the Roman Catholic Irish 
number 3 millions and the Protestant Irish 
1 million 

The Protestant and Roman Catholic Irish 
have deep-rooted historical differences which 
can be traced to the time of Henry II Henry 
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VIII, ‘Elizabeth, Cromwell and William III 
Ireland was finally conquered m the 16th 
century but the people were never satisfied 
with the British administration The harsh 
and opperssive policy of the British kings m 
the past is primarily responsible for the pre- 
sent state of affairs The British conquest 
brought m its wake a large number of Pro- 
testant adventurers who dispossessed the native 
Irish" of their lands and settled m their midst 
Protestant colonies were ‘implanted m the 
north of the island while m many cases lands 
were held by British nobles who resided in 
England This led to absentee landlordism, 
a system which caused gradual estrangement 
between the Irish tenants and their British 
masters. 

The Irish suffered from many other dis- 
abilities during the British rule As they were 
Roman Catholics, they were deprived of many 
of the privileges which were open to Pro- 
testants The Irish Church was dis-established 
and in its place, the English Episcopal Church 
was recognised by the State Taxes were 
forcibly levied on the Roman Catholic popu- 
lation to pay for the establishment of the Bri- 
tish Church. 

It was not till the reign of Queen 
Victoria when Gladstone became Prime Minister 
that the Irish question was sympathetically 
dealt with. In 1889 the Irish church Bill was 
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passed which provided for the complete / dis 
establishment of the Episcopal Church while 
in the following year the Irish Land Act gave 
the Irish tenant compensation for the im- 
provements effected by him before he could 
be evicted Gladstone intended to seturc 
Home Rule for Ireland and made many 
attempts to rush the Bill through Parliament, 
but on each occasion he met with strong 
opposition from the Lords The Irish patriots 
were getting restless and losing all hope in 
peaceful methods to press their claims adopted 
terrorism A section of the Irish political agi 
ators known as Sin Fmners caused wide 
spread unrest and committed open acts of 
murder and robbery to paralyse administration 

The British Government finally resolved 
to settle the Irish question once for all and in 
1920 the British Parliament passed an Act 
under which separate parliaments were set up 
for Southern Ireland (26 counties) and 
Northen Ireland (6 counties) In the next 
year a treaty was signed between Great Britain 
and Ireland which granted to Ireland the status 
of a self governing Dominion in the common- 
wealth of nations known as the British Em- 
pire Under this trealy a provisional govern 
ment was set up which met as a constituent 
assembly to adopt a constitution for southern 
Ireland to be called henceforth the Irish Free 
State The Constitution declares that all 
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powers of government and all authority, 
legislative, executive and judicial, in Ireland 
are derived from the people of Ireland, The 
Irish Language is declared to be the national 
language but English is equally recognised as 
an official language All the fundamental 
rights, i.e., freedom of worship and conscience, 
freedom of speech and meeting, and the right 
to move and dwell at any place are guaranteed 
to every citizen Elementary education is free 
for all children. 

The Constitution originally provided for 
a Legislature consisting of the King, a chamber 
of ’Deputies and a Senate. But important 
amendments were carried in 1936 by the 
Constitution Act of that year The Senate 
was abolished The King was eliminated from 
the Constitution m relation to internal affairs, 
The Oath of Allegiance to the Constitution 
was also abolished in 1938, Provisions re- 
lating to a Refrendum of the people and the 
initiation of proposals for legislation , by the 
people have also been removed Thus the 
Irish Chamber of Deputies holds supreme 
powers. The Executive consists of 5 to 12 
members, including the President and the 
Vice-President and the Minister of Finance. 

Northern Ireland maintains a separate 
Parliament with a Senate consisting of 24 
elected and 2 ex-officio members and a House 
of Commons of 25 elected members. The 
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executive power is vested in a Governor who 
acts on behalf of the Crown and is advised by 
Ministers responsible to Parliament. The 
Ulster Parliament has powers to legislate for its 
own area axcept in matters of Imperial concern 
or those reserved to Imperial Parliament such 
as the Postal Service and Post office and 
Savings Banks. Northern Ireland continues 
to return 13 members to the Imperial House 
of Commons 

A close study of the provisions m the 
constitutions of Northern and Southern Ire- 
land reveals that both are essentially English 
in their model and advocate a parliamentary 
form of government based on the party system 
The island as a whole could come under a 
democratic form of government with an cxccu 
tive responsible to a Central Legislature, but 
the Protestants of Northern Ireland did not 
agree to live under any system of government 
which would have reduced them to the post 
tion of a minority 

The Protestants numbor 1/4 millions and 
are strong enough to hold their own against 
the Irish Catholics They occupy the richest 
and the most advanced industrial part of 
Ireland they possess wealth and property out 
of proportion to their population they arc 
backed up by the active sympathy of the Bri 
tish people in Great Britain The Irish arc 
prepared to guarantee them special rights and 
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their separate representation m their own 
Parliament if only they can combine with them 
for certain common purposes under a Federal 
Government at the Centre. The Ulster men, 
however, are strongly committed to a policy of 
separation and do not for a moment visualise a 
future Ireland which can unite them into a 
common nation. 

For us in India it is clear that if a small 
community of a million and a quarter, which 
has nothing to lose practically by participation 
m a scheme of federation,^ not prepared to give 
up its separate political existence, there is no 
reason why Indian Muslims should be forced 
to merge their identify into a united Indian 
nation which does not exist m practice. 

The Protestants mil eland merely differfrom 
the Roman Catholics m religious creed and 
history, and yet they could not unite to form 
even a federal government The Muslims 
differ from Hindus besides religion and history, 
in the entire outlook on life m regard to social, 
economic, cultural and political interests, and yet 
they are termed communahsts if they demand 
self-determination for those parts of India 
where they are m a majority. 

Sir Edward Carson formerly a Premier of Nor- 
thern Ireland, once said m course of a speech 
that if Ulster was forcibly united to form part 



of Ireland he would fight tooth and nail against 
this injustice. His words were received with 
applause by the British public and jiobody 
condemned him as a rank communalistdisturb 
mg the peace of Ireland Mr Jinnah says m a 
similar tone that Muslims will fight for 
Pakistan and if need be die for it but the 
Hindu and Anglo-Indian Press criticise him 
in the stongest terms. 

The Muslim attitude is misunderstood and 
their insistence on the Pakistan Scheme is 
considered equivalent to putting a veto on all 
constitutional progress. One may ask the 
British statesmen if the partition of Ireland 
has impeded the progress of Ireland and has 
created a political deadlock m the relations of 
the two communities. The present State of 
friendly relations between Ulster and Irish 
free State is a clear proof of the good effect of 
partition 

As long as the Irish problem was not 
solved the Protestants and Roman Catholics 
were at daggers drawn and were ready to 
plunge into cavil war at the slightest pretest 
Since the political division of the country into 
two independent States, they have lived as| 
peaceful neighbours and have forgotten all 
their past animosities 

The Indian problem is running exactly 



on parallel lines with Ireland. Like the Iris! 
agitators, the Congress is forcing the hands o 
Great Britain to establish a strong Centra 
Government responsible to the Legislation 
of the country as a whole, but if Great Britain’ 
past experience has not been acquired m vain 
it should apply the same methods in India a; 
it; did m dealing with the Ireland problem 
The Muslims, like the Protestants of Ulster 
do not wish to sever their connection with the 
British Empire, but simply demand that then 
right to separate existence m the snbcontmen' 
of India be recognised. Suspicions between 
the two communities m India have grown sc 
deep that separation alone can dispel them anc 
unite them on equal terms as two fnendlj 
neighbours. If separation has failed to destroy 
the peace and order of Ireland there is no 
reason to suppose that it will plunge Indi£ 
into chaos and civil war. Again, if the strong 
hand of Great Britain as the Protector of both 
Northern and Southern Ireland can guarantee 
their internal and external security from danger 
and encroachment a similar protection m case 
of India will safeguard the Muslim and Hindu 
States from internal and external aggression 
The experiment tried m Ireland can alon< 
solve the tangled problem of India anc 
establish good will and amity between the 
two major communities. 


/ 


5 DEMOCRACY AND INDIA 


Mr Jinnah has been severely criticised in the 
Hindu Press for his statement that democracy 
as practised in the West is not suited to the 
genius of India but none of the critics has 
taken the trouble to study dispassionately the 
argument pointed out by Mr Jinnah in 
support of his assertion. It will be a shock to 
the critics to learn that Pt Jawaharlal Nehru 
one of the foremost Congress leaders shares 
the views of Mr Jinnah and admits m clear 
terms in his book “Glimpses of World History" 
that old-time Democracy has broken down 
and Parliament is on the decline." 

In a chapter under the heading The 
Failure of Parliaments Pandit Jawaharlal 
analyses the reasons why Parliamentary sjstcm 
of government has proved a failure in the 
West and suggests as a panacea the adoption of 
a socialist and economic programme on the lines 
of Soviet Russia Tracing out post war events 
after 1918 he explains two outstanding facts 
i e the failure of Labour and old type of 
socialism during the post war years, and the 
failure or decline of parliaments. He considers 
Western Democracy as a handmaid of capi 
talism and concludes “Fascism spreads whet- 
her capitalism is in danger and faces Com- 


DEMOCRACY AND INDIA 


159 


munism or the possibility of it. Between 
the two. parliamentary government goes 
to pieces” Thus according to him capi- 
talism when threatened by Communism may 
seek protection in Fascism as has been done 
in Italy and Germany or it may remain 
entrenched in a strong position supported by 
the upper classes as has been done in England, 
France and the U.S A. He cites the typical 
case of England to prove that Democracy only 
exists in name and that parliament is losing 
its influence and prestige. He argues thus — 

“The English way of doing things is very 
different from the Continental method Always 
they try to keep up old appearances, and the 
changes are thus not very obvious. To an 
ordinary observer the British Parliament 
continues as before, but as a matter of fact it 
has changed greatly. In the old days the 
House of Commons exercised power directly, 
and the average member had a good say m the 
matter Now it is the Cabinet or the Govern- 
ment that decides every big question, and the 
House of Commons can only say yes or no to 
it Of course the House can turn out the 
Government by saying “no”, but this is a drastic 
step which is seldom taken, as it would result 
in a lot of trouble and a general election. So 
that if a Government has got a majority m the 
House of Commons, it can do almost anything 
it likes and get the House to agree to it and 


thus make it law Power has thus been trans- 
ferred, and is stall being transferred from the 
legislature to the executive. 

Continuing Pt Jawaharlal says Again 
there is so much work to be done by Parlia- 
ment nowadays so many complicated questions 
to be faced that a practice has grown for 
Parliament to decide only the general pnnci 
pies of any measure or law and to leave it to 
the executive government or to some depart- 
ment of it to fill the details. In this way the 
executive has got enormous powers and can 
do what it likes in an emergency Parliament 
is thus getting more out of touch with impor- 
tant activities of the State. Its chief functions 
are now being reduced to criticism of Govern 
ment measures questions and enquiries and 
finally approval of the general policy of the 
government As Harold J Laski says, “Our 
government has become an executive dictator 
ship tempered by fear of Parliamentary rovolt” 


Pt Jawaharlal further elucidates the failure 
of Democracy by quoting the concrete example 
of Ireland He writes “Thus in England also 
old time democracy has broken down and 
Parliament is on the decline Democracy fail 
when v ital issues which move people s Jpassion 
have to be faced such as religious clashes or na 
tional and racial (Aryan and German versus 
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Jews) and above all economic conflicts (bet- 
ween the Haves and the Have-Nots) You 
will remember that when such a rchgio-nation- 
al issue aiosc m Ireland between Ulster and 
the rest m 1914, the British Conscivative Party 
actually refused to accept Parliaments decision 
and even cncouiagcd civil war Thus so long 
as an apparently democratic procedure serves 
the purpose of the possessing classes, they 
use it to their advantage to protect their own 
interests When this comes m their way and 
challenges then special pi lvilcges and intciests, 
then they discard democracy, and take to me- 
thods of dictatorship It is quite possible that 
the British Parliament might^in the futuie get 
a majority in favour of sweeping social changes. 
If such a majority attacks vested interests, 
the owners of these interests may lepudiate 
Parliament itself and even encourage a revolt 
against its decision, as they did in 1914 over 
the Ulster issue ” 

The Pandit becomes more clear when he 
condemns present*day democracy. He says 
“So we see that parliament and democracy are 
only considered desirable by the possessing 
classes so long as they maintain existing condi- 
tions That is, of course, no real democracy , 
it is the exploitation of democratic idea for 
undemocratic purposes Real democracy has 
had no chance to exist so far, for there is an 
essential contradiction between the capitalist 
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system and democracy Democracy if it means 
anything means equality not merely the equuli- 
ty of possessing a vote but economic and so 
aal equality Capitalism means the very 
opposite a few people holding economic power 
and using this to their own advantage They 
make laws to keep their own position secure 
and anybody who breaks these laws becomes 
a disturber of law and order whom society 
must punish. Thus there is no equality under 
this system, and the liberty allowed is only 
within the limits of capitalist laws meant to 
preserve capitalism 

Now it follows from the paragraphs quot- 
ed freely above that England with the longest 
and most stable traditions of democracy has 
failed to develop a real form of democracy 
that the British system of government is in 
essence a capitalist democracy wherein all 
economic and political power is concentrated 
in the hands of upper classes It is obvious that 
British democracy cannot serve os a model for 
the future government pf India and that the 
popular vote known as the adult franchise will 
simply lead to the exploitation of the illiterate 
masses by the privileged classes The Hindus 
by their very nature as a caste ridden comm 
unity, with great social differences and with 
capitalist tendencies slowly developed m course 
of centuries cannot be entrusted to develop 
real democracy in India. As Pandit Jawaharlal 
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has himself admitted democracy is meaningless 
without social and economic equality, both of 
which aie lacking in India The Depressed 
Classes and the Muslims have repeatedly em- 
phasised this point but the Congress which is 
at present the close preserve of the Hindu 
upper and middle classes, including money- 
lenders, Banias and traders, has so far done 
nothing to allay their misapprehensions 

Pt. Jawaharlal truly represents the opinion 
of every sane thinker when he says, “Not only 
Communists and Fascists but many others, who 
have thought over the troubles of the present 
age, have become dissatisfied with the old idea 
of giving a vote and calling it a democracy ” 
Continuing he expands this idea thus, “ Demo- 
cracy means equality, and demociacy can only 
flourish in an equal society It is obvious 
enough that the giving of votes to every body 
does not result in producing an equal society 
In spite of adult suffrage and the like, there is 
to-day tremendous inequality Therefore, in 
order to give democracy a chance, an equal 
society must be created, and this reasoning 
leads there to various other ideals and methods 
But all these people agree that present-day 
parliaments are highly unsatisfactory.” 

' In face of these sweeping remarks, can any 
one doubt Mr. Jmnah when he boldly asserted 
the truth so plainly admitted by Pandit 
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Jawaharlal that Western type of democracy is 
not suited to the genius of India. 

Let me quote from some of the statements of 
Mr Jinnab which were reported in the Press- 
The Civil and Military Gazette of 
November 9 1939 thus reports Mr Jinnah s 
speech at Bombay — “Mr Jinnah next refuted 
the cry that the Muslim League had denounc- 
ed democracy Democracy m the abstract 
was quite different from democracy as practised 
Democracy was lihg the chamelion changing 
its complexion according to the environment. 
Democracy was not the same in England as 
it was in France or America. Islam believed in 
equality liberty and fraternity but not the 
democracy of the western type— the Democratic 
Parliamentary system in which party go\cr- 
nment was the basic principle of the constitution 
Such a system had failed in India where the 
Hindus were in a majority of three to one 
against the Muslims. 

“Mr Jinnah next proceeded to examine 
the democratic nature of the Congress organisa- 
tion "Is it democracy if a Grand Fascist 
Council sitting in Wardah issues orders to 
Ministers m the provinces y,ho are responsible 
to the legislature 7 And the sole and final 
dictator of this Grand Fascist Council is not 
even a four anna member of (his democratic 
organisation. I ask those who preach truth 
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to face problems, problems for which there is 
no parallel m the world ” 


In a previous statement reported m the same 
paper of October 26, 1939, copy of a letter from 
Mr Jinnah to the “Manchester Guardian” is 
reproduced Ic reads thus. “It is difficult to 
make an average Englishman understand fully 
the position which is facing us Muslims today 
The Muslims have always had their fears and 
apprehensions of even a representative form of 
government, and far more of democracy in its 
strict application to India Since the time of 
Minto-Morley Reforms of 1908 and the histori- 
cal Lucknow Pact between Hindus and Muslims 
in 1916 their insistence on separate electorates, 
weightage and statutory safeguards have been a 
clear indication of their fears. But since the 
inauguration of the new provincial constitu- 
tion, it has been established beyond doubt that 
the Congress High Command has pursued its 
policies and programmes the sole aim and object 
of which is to annihilate every other political 
party and to set itself up as a Fascist and 
authoritarian organisation of the worst type” 
“Having regard to the 35 million voters, the 
bulk of whom are totally ignorant, lllirezate 


and untutored, living m centuries-old supersti- 
tions of the worst type, thoroughly antagonistic 


to each other culturally and social! 
of the constitution has clearly brz 


the working 
sht out th M - 


it is impossible to work a democratic parlL o 
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tary government m India It has definitely 
resulted in a permanent communal majority 
government ruling over minorities eieicising 
its powers and functions and utilising the ma- 
chinery of government to establish the domina- 
tion and supremacy of the majority community 
over minorities 

Therefore in my judgment ajiart from 
other reasons into which I need not go m detail 
democracy can onl/ mean Hindu Raj all os er 
India. This is a position to which Muslims will 
never submit” 

From a careful comparison the statements 
of the two leaders Pt Jawahar Lai and Mr 
Jinnah it is easy to conclude that both have no 
| faith in the western type of democracy and both 
consider a parliamentary system of government 
unworkable in its present form They however 
suggest different remedies to contract the evil 
influence of present day democracy Pr Jawahar 
Lai suggests economic and social equality of the 
voter which according to him is not possible 
simply by the giving of vote to every body 
Adult franchise in his opinion will strengthen 
the hands of possessing classes to exploit the 
masses in the interests of Capitalism He pleads 
for a socialist order on Soviet fines which alone 
according to him can wrest real economic 
power from Capitalism and establish a peasants 
and workers government on truly democratic 
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lines Nobody, however, will accept this inter- 
pretation of true democracy as really consistent 
with the present trend m Congress policies 
which is dominated by Rightists It appears 
that either Pt Jawahai Lai has changed his 
views m regard to Socialism or he has deliberate- 
ly cloaked his real intentions to gain popularity 
among the Rightists Else there is no justifi- 
cation why he should not have sided with 
'the Leftists or the party represented by Mr. 
Subhas Chandar Bose 

Another paradox which baffles ones 1 
reasoning is why Pfc Jawahar Lai is so keen for 
the idea of a Constituent Assembly. For a 
man who thinks that democracy fails when 
vital issues which move people’s passions have 
to be faced, it seems a mystery that he should 
consider it the cure of all our ills at present 
Does Pt Jawahar Lai think that giving of vote 
to every body will create an equal society, inde- 
pendent of the social and economic inequality? 
Does it auger well for real democracy which 
Pt- Jawahar Lai has m mind that the masses 
should be exploited by the Congress 
bourgeois and upper classes To quote his 
words "The much-paraded vote given to the 
masses gave them only the choice of saying 
once in 4 or 5 years whether a certain person 
X might rule over them and exploit them or 
another person Y should do so. In either event 
the masses were to be exploited by theruling class” 
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Now to turn to M- Jmnah He does not 
play a double role like PL Jawahar Lai being a 
socialist at one time and a Rightist at another 
He is opposed to Western type of democracy 
for India as a single political unit as it will 
lead to the exploitation of the minorities and 
the concentration of political and economic 
power in the hands of a communal majority 
aggressive and capitalist in its outlook He 
lays emphasis on the political social and'eco- 
nomic equality of all communities as this is the 
only way to prevent one community from being 
dominated by the other He advises Congress to 
face the realities of the Indian situation and to 
come to terms with the Muslims India is not 
the home of a homogeneous nation nor again 
its political destiny is the sole concern of the 
Congress The Muslims with a majority in 
4 out of 11 provinces have every right to be con- 
sulted before any future constitution is dewsed 
and if due to Congress intransigence they are 
forced to press the scheme of separation they 
are fully justified on the principle of self deter 
mination 



PART HI 

COMMUNAL-ISM 

1, POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC 
CAUSES OF HINDU-MUSLIM 
DIFFERENCES. 

[I] 

Some people think that religion alone is 
the root-cause of the present day Hmdu-Muslim 
differences and that there can be no real 
political unity unless religion is separated from 
Politics and is subordinated to the interests of 
the State/ 

' Swami Sampurnanand, a foriner Minister 
of Education m the U.P. and a prominent 
Congress leader once declared in a speech that 
India could not achieve national unity as long 
^asjiindus and Muslims clung to their separate 
cultures and that it should be the aim of all 
true nationalists to build a common culture ori 
the rums of the two old cultures. What he 
really meant was to establish a government m 
India on Soviet model in which the interests of 
workers and peasants would predominate and 
religion would lose all its importance Many 
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Hindus are the dominant people and constitute 
the real Indian nation and that the Muslims 
and other communities can be assigned the 
status of permanent minorities only Both these 
parties claim the political domination of India 
on the basis of their numerical strength They 
demand a democratic constitution based on 
adult franchise The Muslims are told that 
religion is a private matter that concerns the 
personal relations of a man with his Creator 
It has nothing to do with political or economic 
affairs that come entirely within the function 
of a modem state. To confound them still 
further unity conferences arc held and various 
plans are discussed to attain Hindu Muslim 
unity The underlying idea in all these moves 
is that India is one indivisible country and that 
Hindus and Muslims can sink their differences 
to unite for common end. To make the 
propaganda effective Muslim quislings have 
specially been engaged who under inspira- 
tion from the astute Mahatma or purely 
for their own personal ends vie with one an 
other in wining the favour of their Congress 
masters 

Now I do not deny that religion is a real 
obstacle in the way of India s political unity 
if that means the domination of one community 
by the other but I do not believe that the 
separation of religion from politics or the 
summoning of Unity Conferences can settle 
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the Hindu-Muslim problem on a paimanent 
footing. It may be possible to make lehgion 
subsci\ient to the interests of a State, though 
this may be fundamentally opposed to Tlamic 
conception, but even then there is no guaiantcc 
that the political or economic differences of 
the two communities can ever be leconcilcd 
as long as they arc tagged on against their own 
consent to the same state In England, reli- 
gion was subservient to the State in the 37rh 
century, and the 'people were all united by ties 
of race, religion and language, but this did not 
prevent the countrj fiom plunging into civil 
war The political differences had assumed 
such importance that they could only be settled 
through war The Royalists wanted a strong 
government at the Centre, with the King sup- 
reme m power but the Commoncis wanted a 
‘limited monarchy, with the supreme power 
vested m parliament. Similarly m the U. S. A., 
France, and Russia political diffcicnccs led to 
far-reaching results The Civil War of America 
directly arose out of the political aspirations of 
the Southern States to dominate the Centre by 
increasing the number of slave-owning States.lt 
was not lehgion but the conflicting political 
and economic interests of the States that caused 
this upheaval- 

France before the Revolution presented a 
similar case The political and economic in- 
terests of the upper and lower classes came into 
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serious conflict The clergy and the nobility 
formed privileged orders and shared all political 
power out of proportion to their numerical 
strength Hence the masses who had become 
conscious of their own importance, rose in arms 
against the King and the privileged orders. 

Czanst Russia before the last war was an 
absolute monarchy The workers and peasants 
were discontented and were groaning under 
heavy taxation Hence they sought their op 
protunity in thi defeat of Russian armies to 
nse against their government 

In all these cases political differences arose 
among' the Members of a homogeneous state who 
were allied by rage, religion language and cul 
ture and yet nothing less than wat could settle 
then differences finally The people of these 
btaces believed in the separation of religion 
from politics and there was no dearth of Intel 
lectuals among them who could have tried to 
compose their political differences. 

Now if this is ttue in case of a homogc 
genous state that when political differences 
assume a serious turn there is no other alter 
name but to settle them through war how 
much more it is true in case of India which is 
not a homogeneous state and where the Mus 
lims are sharply divided from Hindus not 
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merely by religion, language or culture but by 
political and economic interests. In a homo 
geneous State, undoubtedly fundamental politi- 
cal differences kIo not ordinarily lead to the 
permanent division of the country into two or 
more states, though here too if the people 
living together m a compact part hold their 
views fundamentally opposed to those living m 
the rest of the country, separation has been a 
possibility Scandenavia, Iberian Peninsula, 
Netherlands, China, Ireland are all single geo- 
graphical units and the living-space of homo- 
geneneous peoples allied by tall the tests of a 
modern nationality Scandenavia broke up m 
due course into Sweden and Norway, Iberian 
Peninsula into Spam and Portugal, Netherlands 
into Holland and Belgium, Ireland into Uls'ter 
and Irish Free State China to despite the 
homogeneity of its people through moreor less 
ties of a 1 common race, language and history was 
split up into three past prior to its invasion 
by Japan There were two governments func- 
tioning side by side at Nanking and Canton, 
while Manchuria and the North with Peiping 
as the centre was also a separate entity for all 
practical purposes Even recently despite the 
danger of a common enemy, certain Provinces 
of China had turned Communist and did nor 
acknowledge the authority of the Nationalist 
Chinese Government at Chungking. 

India does not fall m the category of homo- 
geneous states. In the diversity cf its racist 
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languages and religions it resembles the Turkish, 
Austro-Hungarian and Russian Empires before 
the last war The Sultans of Turkey for cen- 
turies continued to rule over compact tern 
tones inhabited by Christians Jews and Mus- 
lims but they could never weld the peoples in 
to a united nation The moiement of the 
Young Turks pnor to the last war to ottoma- 
nise all the subject peoples and to develop the 
idea of a common political nationality met with 
no better success The Committee of the 
Union and progress which aimed at prescrwng 
the integnty and. indivisibility of the Ottoman 
Empire succeeded at first in attracting the 
attention of the minonties 

The movement for unity and reform was 
supported alike bv Jews Greeks Armenians 
Turks and Arabs In fact the Turkish Revo 
lution of 1908 which resulted in the final over 
throw of the absolute monarchy m Turkc> and 
' the establishment of a limited monarchy with 
a parliamentary form was financed by the Jews 
and Greeks But the Empire s fate was sealed 
The principle of self determination had encou 
raged hopes among the minonties of Russian 
and Austro Hungarian Empires after the last 
war and the minorities of Turkey could not 
fail to be affected by it Hence there arose on 
the break up of the Empire a number of new 
States m Iraq Syria Lebanon Yemen Hcjar. 
and Armenia The last named finally shifted 



HINDU-MUSLIM DIFFERENCES 177 


its territories to Trans-Caucasia where Armenia 
now forms a constituent republic of the Soviet 
Russia, 


t n ] 

In ancient times when India was split up 
into a number of independent kingdoms and 
principalities, it was not religion that was 
responsible for its vivisection* At first the 
political interests of dominant clans demanded 
that they should carve out for themselves in- 
dependent states, subsequently' as various / clans 
and tribes had settled in different parts of India, 
' the idea of kingship developed into absolute 
monarchy and the ruling dynasties gained the 
supreme political power of their respective 
states. 

During the Rajput Period in History the 
Rajputs were the dominant race in the north- 
ern half of India and had established independ- 
ent kingdoms of their own* On the decline of 
the Moghul Empire, the Mahrattas, Rajputs and 
Sikhs raised their heads and succeeded m wrest- 
ing large parts from the declining no better 
success. 

i 

For a time it appeared that Hindus would 
achieve political unity under the rising power 
of the Mahratta confideracy But the mutual 
rivalries and jealousies of the Mahratta chiefs 
themselves and the" conflicting interest of other 
groups like Rajputs, Sikhs and Jats etc», dealt a 
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death-blow to Hindu solidarity and it became 
evident that the Mahrattas had failed to estab- 
lish a Hindu empire with a common central 
government If the British bad not arrived on 
the scene, India would have been divided into 
numerous Hindu and Muslim states which in 
due course would have settled down as peaceful 
neighbours 

It will thus be evident that the vivisection 
of India in the past, both during the Hindu and 
Muslim Period was never due to religion but 
to the political ditferences or ambitions of the 
ruling dynasties or dominant clans and tnbes 
If India to-day is again divided on the principle 
of self determination why should religion be 
held responsible for it ? It is the political diffc 
renccs which are fcall> responsible for the Mus 
Iim separation movement The Muslims feel that 
their politi cal and economic interests will be 
better served by separation than b> union If 
they accept the theor> of a united Irdion na 
tion they will be reduced to the status of a mmo 
ont> whic will have to depend upon tho fa\ our 
of the majority community for the protection of 
its rights They will not be able to exercise a sub- 
stantial and powerful influence at the Centre 
where the Hindus will be placed m permanent 
possession of pov.cr on the basis of their majo 
rity in population 

All the vital organs of a national State 
Foreign affairs Arm) Navy Air Commumca 
tions Customs and Finance etc,, will become 
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central subjects which will be controlled by a 
cabinet responsible to a Legislature dominated 
by Hindu element It is the fear that with the 
termination of British rule, Hindus will gam 
supreme political power through sheer weight 
of numbers and would use it to exploit Mus- 
lims who have already been economically 
enslaved by them, that compels the Indian 
Muslims to demand independence for the na- 
tional- homelands where they may develop 
independent sovereign States unhampered by 
others 

These Muslim fears are not a mere figment 
of imagination on their parts. Events of the 
last 150 years have proved, that with the gradual 
passing of power from British to Indian hands, 
the Hindu has grown more and more over-bear- 
ing and arrogant in his treatment towards 
minorities. He has developed such an intense 
love for an aggressive type of nationalism that 
one can hardly distinguish between him and a 
Japanese or a German m this respect. Out- 
wardly, he preaches democracy and the cult of 
modern nationalism with its high-sounding 
phrases and inspiring slogans, but in. reality he 
is working to organise the Hindu community 
with a view to wresting the supreme political 
power from the British The Muslims would 
not object to any ambitious programme that the 
Hindus might devise to promote the interests' of 
their own community, but they will not accept 
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a position of political subservience to the very 
community which in the past nas exploited 
them economically 

The talk of a united India is as jamng to 
their cars as the talk of a united Europe may be 
for the nations which have been enslaved by 
Hitler A united India under a common cent- 
ral government can never be expected to deal 
justly with 90 millions of Muslims who even 
when united will be outvoted by 4 to one in 
the Central Legislature. 

7 

The Muslim case has its parallel in Finland 
The Finns are a small minority of 3 millions in 
European Russia but thev will see the whole 
of Russia enslaved rather than lose their in 
dependence In the present Russo German 
War the Finns know that Germany is the ag- 
gressor but they ate siding with Germany as 
Russia had aggressive designs on them Simi 
larly if the Hindus tn their desire for independ- 
ence transgress the limits of decency and have 
designs on predominantly Muslim areas, the 
Muslims wifi rather prefer to have the inde 
pendence of India delayed than to join in has 
tening their own permanent enslavement. You 
cannot blame a Finn if he joins Russia s enemy 
foe fear of losing his own independence simi- 
larly the Indian Muslim cannot bo blamed if he 
refuses to join Congress for fear of enslaving 
his own community The Russians arc pre- 
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pared to give the Finns complete provincial 
autonomy if they merge their country into a 
united Russia, but they will not be moved by 
any considerations, however alluring they may 
be, to change their independence for subser- 
vience Similarly, the Muslims will not be 
lured by the offer of provincial autonomy and 
safeguards to lose their political importance as 
a nation entitled to separate national existence. 

Muslims have fundamental differences with 
Hindus in regard to the political future of the 
country. India is a sub-contment, comparable 
to Europe in population and exceeding it m 
the diversity of races, religions and languages. 
Muslims are not a mmouty in the sense m 
which the term is understood m the West 
They are concentrated in separate homelands 
m two well-defined regions There can be no 
compromise with the Hindus on this point. 
The Congress may hire Muslim Quislings or 
it may overawe Muslim opportunists to smg 
to its tune, but it will never succeed m sup- 
pressing the Muslim demand for Pakistan. 


The present international situation may 
make it necessary for Muslims to co-operate 
with the Government m meeting, the common 
danger, but they will exterid such aid as mem- 
bers of a separate nation and not as the camp- 
followers -of Congress. 
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factor in the separation of the Roman Catholic 
Belgians from the Protestant Dutch the Catho 
he Irish from the Protestant Irish the Mus 
hm Arab from the Christian Arab m Syria 
but this factor in itself was not suf 
ficient to decide the issue There were 
other more powerful factors calling for sepa 
ration Differences in past history and tradi- 
tions had caused an estrangement in the poll 
tucal and economic outlook of the communities 
inhabiting their countries and they sought 
development of 'their respective interests un- 
hampered by interfetence from others 

Another lesson from the examples cited 
above is that though political differences were 
not influenced by religion except m a few 
cases as in Ireland, Syria and the Netherlands 
yet they could not prevent theso countries 
from plunging into civil war or breaking up 
into separate parts 

The Congress Socialists of India arc rcallj 
wrong in thinking that presenting a common 
front against religion and by diverting public 
attention to a socialistic programme in which 
religion will be assigned a permanently subor 
dmate position they can win o\cr the con 
fidcnce of the Muslim masses and create in them 
the desire for India s political umtj The Cong 
rcss Rightists too are equally wrong in think- 
ing that if religion is considered as a matter of 
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private belief, freedom of worship is permitted 
and a spirit of toleration is encouraged, Hindu- 
Muslim differences will be made up. As I 
pointed out. previously, religion alone is not 
responsible for the present strained relations of 
the two communities We must seek foi real 
causes elsevdiere 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru m a letter dated 
May 14, 1933 which has been published in his 
book, ‘The Glimpses of History 1 thus diagnoses 
the basic differences that have caused an open 
split between the two major communities 
“The Hindus v j ere on the -whole the better-off 
community. Having taken to English educa- 
tion earlier, they had got most of the Govern- 
ment jobs. They were richer also The village 
financier or banker was the Bania, who exploit- 
ed the small land-holders and tenants and 
gradually reduced them to beggary and himself 
took possession of the land The Bania ex- 
ploited Hindu and Muslim tenants and land- 
holders alike, but his exploitation of the 
Muslim took a communal turn especially m 
provinces where the agriculturists were mainly 
Muslims. , The spread of machmemade goods 
probably hit the Muslims harder than the 
Hindus as there were relatively more artisans 
among Muslims. All these facotrs went to 
increase the bitterness between the two major 
communities of India and to strengthen 
Muslim nationalism which looked to the com- 
munity rather than to the country.” 



186 


COMMUNALISV 


It follows from the paragraph quoted above 
that there were two main differences between 
the two communities (1) economic and (2) 
political. In the economic field, the tension is 
most acute in provinces where peasants arc 
mostly Muslims and money lenders mostly 
Hindus. In the political field the Muslim 
middle class is mostly affected as it has been 
shut out from its due share in trade and ser 
vices owing to tbe exclusive tendencies of 
Hindus 

Maulana Mohammad All expressed the 
Muslim viewpoint very clearly when he said 
in course of his speech at the Round Table 
Conference in London “Let me assure every 
British man and woman who thinks of shaping 
our destinies that the only quarrel between 
the Hindu and the Muslim to day is a quarrel 
that the Muslim is afraid of Hindu domination 
I want to get rid of that fear ' 

This speech was uttered on 19th Novcm 
her 1929 Since then the split between the 
Congress and the Muslim League has been 
growing wider and wider and the majority 
community has utterly failed to win the confi- 
dence of the Muslims. The opportunity that 
was given to it under the new constitution in 
the Congress governed provinces was simply 
wasted in the pursuit of a so-called national 
programme which included among other things 
the singing of the Bandc Matram song the 
hoisting of the Congress Tricolour flag the 
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promotion of Hindi and the Wardha Scheme 
of Education, the deliberate exclusion of the 
Muslim League from Provincial Cabinets and 
the encouragement of Muslim mass contact 
campaign 

It is no use minimising the importance of 
political differences by using the socialists’ 
argument that these are a creation of the upper 
classes and that the masses are not concerned 
with politics The late Ahrai leader, Ch Afzal 
Haq, tried to minimise the political issue by ' 
over-emphasising the economic issue. He thus 
states his views m his book' on Pakistan and 
Untouchability “Partition of India is m fact 
the cry of the upper classes of all the three 
communities. It is not a communal demand 
but a stunt m order that the poor classes may 
not concentrate their thoughts and energies 
on all important questions of social and econo- 
mic justice ” He admits that “Muslims now 
refuse to live as serfs of the Hindus economi- 
cally and as their untouchables socially,” and 
yet he does not feek that the Muslim demand 
for separation is urged by their sense of social 
and economic inequality - m an India of Cong- 
ress imagination. 

His misconceptions are due to a misread- 
ing of the real situation Social and economic 
equality cannot be achieved without political 
power It may bfe kept as an ideal to stir up 
the masses, but it should not stand m the way 
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people will only be benefited when wealth is 
redistributed and untouchability removed ? If 
the existence of these two evils does not pre- 
vent the Congress from laying the claim to 
represent all Indians including upper middle 
and low classes of people how can the Muslim 
League be blamed if it also claims to present all 
classes of Muslims? 

The goal before Hindus and Muslims is 
complete independence with this diffc 
rence that while the former claims sovereignty 
over his own part as well as the Muslim part 
of India on the plea of a united Indian nation 
the Muslims frankly admit that they arc a sepa 
rate nation and must have the right to self 
determination m the Muslim portions of India 
It is thus the political issue which is bound to 
play the most decisive part in determining the 
future of India. 

Such fundamental political differences as 
exist between Congress and Muslim League in 
India at present would have certainly been re 
solved by war or by an appeal to reason it they 
had arisen in another country It is onh the 
controlling hand of the British Government 
which is perforce keeping the two communities 
united. Muslims know full well that if no com 
munal settlement is arrived at with Hindus 
independence will lead the country into civil 
war Hence to avoid this they arc using ■ very 
means in their power to resolve their diffc 
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rences with Hindus m a peaceful manner. They 
do not believe in the principle,^* indepen- 
dence of India first and communal war after 
wards for the settlement of political diffe- 
rences ” 

No Muslim political organisation, be it 
even the Muslim League, can rouse the Mus- 
lims on this principle without presenting them 
first with a clear-cut political ideal for the 
future The issue of Pakistan has become a 
rallying point for them- To deny its force and 
importance is to misread the Muslim mind. 
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Muslim missionaries task was extremely diffi 
cult They could appeal to the lower orders 
could not win over the upper classes as that 
would have deprived the latter of the material 
advantages they enjoyed within the Hindu 
fold and at the same tune excited against them 
the hostility of the Brahmans. 

Thus the process of fusion between Hindu 
and Muslims received a severe check in the 
caste system and led to a definite cleavago bet 
ween those who accepted Islam and those who 
stuck to their old religion It is absolutely 
wrong to think, as the “Tribune" writes in his 
leader on January9 1941 that “the differences bet- 
ween Hindus and Muslims if any are confined 
to religion which many of them have changed or 
rechanged If religion meant simply the obscr 
vance of a particular belief and form of worship 
as is cthe ase among Christians one could easily 
accept this view But the facts point to the con 
trary Both Hindus and Muslims have accepted 
religions which besides being spiritual in the 
strictest sense, prescribe a definite code of laws 
or a set of customs and practices to be followed 
at every stage of life. Hinduism not merely 
stands for a private creed but the whole system 
of political, social, economic and religious ns 
pects of life. Similarly a Muslim has very 
clear cut concepts about his status in the various 
phases of life 

Let me illustrate this point by an example. 
Suppose a Hindu is converted to Islam What 
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The picture drawn above docs not show a 
homogeneous people in India. Why then 
blame the British Government for the creation 
of differences ? The fault of the British lies in 
conquering India bit by bit, uniting it under 
a common system of government and giving it 
a geographical name which never existed m tho 
past to define the whole of this sub-continent 
The British came to India at a time when it 
had lost what little political unity it had attain- 
ed under the Moghul rule. But for the British 
conquest, India would have remained a 
collection of warring states which in course of 
time might have yielded to the force of public 
opinion / and been readjusted on the basis of 
religious, cultural and linguistic unity of each, 
The territories m the north-west, where the 
Sikhs dominated prior to the British, would 
have ulmately been united into a strong state 
where the Sikhs would have been forced to 
accept the voice of the Muslim majority and 
been content with the position of a junior 
partner in administration. Similarly Bengal 
and Assam, under the Muslim Nawabs, would 
have grown into a strong State dependent for 
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its power upon the united strength of 30 
millions of Muslims 

If any community should feel aggrieved 
against the British rule it is the Muslims alone 
Ptior to British rule they held under them 
the most fertile parts of India which accounted 
for more than two thirds of the population 
Bengal Behar Onssa and Assam were ruled b> 
a Muslim Nawab Oudh and Rolnlkhand were 
undet their respective Muslim rulers the 
Carnatic, Hydrabad Mysore and southern part 
of Madras Presidency still acknowledged the 
sway of Muslim Princes while Sind was govcr 
ned by its own Amirs 

The British not merely destroyed the 
hostile Muslim States but even refused to 
recognise the continued independence of those 
Muslim States which had been on friendly 
terms with them The annexation of the 
Carnatic and Oudh could not be defended on 
moral grounds Compare this treatment with 
that meted out to Hindu States The Mahra- 
ttas fought against the British in three long 
and difficult wars and yet the British restored 
to their chiefs the greater part of what they 
ruled over The Gackwar of Baroda Scmdhia 
of Gwalior Holkar of Indore were all left 
intact in possession of solid and compact 
territories in Mahtashtcr and Gujcrat, orcr 
300 chiefs were recognised as right ful masters 
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of their lands, while the State of Mysore which 
had been conquered from Tipu Sultan was 
restored to the old Hindu Raja. Even the 
Sikhs were not unfairly dealt with A popu- 
lation of 4 millions still has to its credit a 
number of Sikh States representing more than 
half their total population 

The present-day political unity of India is 
entirely the British creation. Muslims were 
never a party to it, nor even the Hindus were 
at first ready to accept it It is only a later 
development in Indian politics that Hindus 
have begun to insist on the indivisibility of 
India Many parts of India still have no 
political connection with it. Nepal and Bhutan 
in the nopth enjoy practically complete inde- 
pendence. , Important parts of the sea-coast 
are held by the French and Portuguese. 
Ceylon, which the Hindus have so often 
claimed to be a part of India, has direct relations 
with the British Crown while Burma was only 
recently separated All this points Out m clear 
terms that India is not a single geographical 
entity, as the Hindus claim it to be. 

If there can be any justification for the 
independence of Nepal, Bhutan and Ceylon or 
ior the separation of Burma, there is no reason 
why the predominant Muslim areas in the 
North West and North-East, which are self- 
sufficient and geographically well-defined, 
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should not be allowed to develop into inde- 
pendent self-governing States. The Muslims 
cannot accept the political unity of India wh'ich 
was achieved with the primary object of pro- 
viding administrative facilities to the governing 
nation 

The present provincial divisions of India 
were in most cases haphazardly planned and 
represent no histone boundanes Muslims 
simply want readjustment of India and proper 
distribution of power at the Centre If the 
goal is freedom from Bntish rule, then there 
is no necessity in keeping the Muslim arqas 
tagged on to the Hindu Centre against their 
will 


It is surpnsing to a Muslim that while the 
Hindus admit that comnftinal differences exist 
yet they suggest fantastic remedies to uproot 
what they call the “bane of communalism 
None but a fool can behve that if communal 
electorates pre abolished Hindus and Muslims 
will fraternise as brothers and forget their 
political rivalries The Hindus must realise 
that communal differences arc bound to grow 
with the growth of political consciouscness 
among the people As long as power was in 
the hands of the Bntish officialdom and the 
masses had not yet been stirred bj modem 
education the Hindus and Muslims were 
content to pull on together smoothly One 
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community found consolation for its loss of 
political power m the comparative backward- 
ness of the" other. __ But with the inauguration 
of the reforms and the possibility of a gradual 
wresting of power from the British, com- 
petition between the two communities has 
grown keener. Every educated person knows 
what the possession of political power means 
these days. 

The conception of a modern State implies 
fundamental changes m the old notions of 
government. A modern State interferes in 
every detail of public hfev, no legislation, 
declaration of rights, or safeguards can prevent 
it from extending its influence and enforcing 
its decisions on the people. The State is all 
in all Religion has no right to exist if it 
comes into conflict with a State. Minorities 
cannot be tolerated if their presence is con- 
sidered to be a source of weakness for the body 
• politic. 

i? 

The immense power gained by the Con- 
gress under the dictatorship of Mahatama 
Gandhi has further deepened the suspicions 
of Muslims against the Congress. While he 
lays emphasis on the need of unity on a politi- 
cal basis, his very life shows that he lives to 
justify and revive the ancient Hindu practices . 
and rites The Hindus do not look upon him 
as a political leader, but a saint who seeks 
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inspiration from God in every political act 
This game of duplicity on the part of the Ma- 
hatma has lowered him in the esteem of Mus- 
lims He should have no reservation in de- 
claring himself a Hindu first and last but w hile 
ho acts as a Hindu should do he declares 
publicly that he follows the teachings of all re 
ligions that he stands for the interests of all 
classes, and that the salvation of the country 
lies in accepting his political creed Muslims 
cannot accept his leadership unless they are 
prepared to assign him the double role of a 
spiritual and political leader for all times 

The real solution of our difficulties lies 
in a frank admission of the communal differen- 
ces and in avoiding all attempts to create a 
united nation which can never exist in the 
midst of fundamentally conflicting interests 
It must again be plain!} recognised that neither 
Hindus arc entitled to gosern the whole of 
India nor can the Muslims claim more than 
what is due to them on population basis 

The other minorities donotoccun} com 
pact areas and are scattered os cr large distances 
and cannot form independent States on any 
modem test. Unless it is definUcl} conceded 
that no political advance is possible without 
first mutually adjusting the political relations 
of the major communties, tension is bound to 
grow and the goal of independence will not 
be attained 
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Let the saner elements among the Hindus 
ponder over this, if they are genuine m their 
desire for independence Muslims can only 
assure them of their full help if the principle 
of Pakistan is definitely accepted as a future 
line of demarcation m the relations of the two 
communities Two neighbours enjoying an 
equal status can become better friends than 
two neighbour's forced to unite against their 
will. A change m the mental outlook of caste- 
Hmdus will alone usher in an era of peace 
and prosperity m this land of heterogeneous 
elements where man has been pitted against 
man as part of his religious duty. Without 
this mental change# it is too early to predict 
that democracy can ever flourish m a comm- 
unity which in the past has denied the ordinary 
social rights to more than a third of its own 
numbers 

Lastly to the allegation of Raja Narmdra Nath, 
that the British Government is alone responsi- 
ble for the problem of communahsm, I reply 
m the words of Sir Sikander Hayat Khan 
quoted from his Zonal Scheme for India “To 
those who belong to the second category i.e., 
the sceptics who doubt the bona fides of the 
British Government, my answer is that we have 
within the short space of two decades obtained 
two instalments of political reforms# first m 
1920 under the Montague-Chelmsford Scheme 
and the second and a more substantial one re- 
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cently with the introduction of the Govern- 
ment of India Act of 1935 The next and final 
instalment cannot be long delayed if we could 
only remove obstacles which are of our own 
creation and which can be removed only by 
ourselves It would not do indeed it would 
be dishonest to put the blame on the British 
Government for setting up those obstacles 
Let me ate one outstanding instance Is it not 
humiliating and painful to witness that since 
the advent of the New Constitution every 
single organisation, communal or political, is 
feverishly busy in trying to consolidate its. own 
position vis-a-vis the other communities and 
at their expense in order to obtain power and 
supremacy over others ?” 

Continuing Sir Sikander says that the 
communal problem is admitted by all con- 
cerned to be the most formidable hurdle in 
the way of our political advance and yet we 
find prominent leaders exhibiting a callous 
indifference to this vital question Unless we 
set our house in order by establishing mter- 
cotnmunal harmony and mutual confidenccfand 
good will between the British Indian Units 
and Indian States, it is futile to yearn for an 
immediate attainment of our cherished ideal 
of an autonomous and united India, 



3. MR AMERY’S SPKKOII ON 
INDIA FIRST', 


Mr. Amciy, the Societal v of State lor 
India in hi*? luncheon speech in London on 
December 12. 1940 commends to all communi- 
ties and intciests m this sub continent the 
watchword of “India Fust” in then relation,*; 
to each other oi to the Hi itish ( Jovei nment, 
The speech, besides being self-con f radielorv in 
its main object, also indicates a sudden climb- 
down from his previous luncheon speech in 
London on Novembci 2 h 

The present speech seems m have been in- 
spired by a desire on his pail to appease the 
Congress and Hindu Mnbnsnbba by conceding 
substantially to their pnmt of view, while / lie 
previous speech was meant to convince the 
Muslims that their feais could he dispelled by 
“the most frank and far-reaching consul* j at ion 
of the methods which we and they have been 
accustomed to take for £/ anted” and “by a /tudy 
of other constituf ional precedent r than out 
own ” 

In the present rpeecb, the responsibility 
for political deadlock in India k f hi own jointly 
on the Congress and the League for “then 
insistence on impracticable demands on the njj** 
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side or undue suspicion on the other In the 
previous speech, the deadlock was justified as 
the result of an instinctive development along 
lines which our (British) peculiar history and 
lpcal conditions have made successful in this 
country and the Dominions in the wholly dif 
ferent and far more complex conditions of 
India. 

Again in the present speech, he advises a 
follower of Congress to win over his Muslim 
neighbour by having some compromise with 
him “which would enable him to feci that his 
community will surely enjoj in the future 
India as real a freedom and as full a develop 
ment of its individual, communal and cultural 
entity as his own " But the inconsistency of 
this advice becomes evident when he supports 
the same follower of Congress in his prefe 
rences for a democratic system on the simple 
majority basis that prevails m England and a 
clos.ly kut centralised constitution In his 
previous speech he expressed his strong fcais 
that the Codgrcss could not become democratic 
m outlook without doing grave in justice to 
Muslims He defined thus the Congnss atti 
tude The Congress demands a rtationa) 
goVvrment at once and envisages the framing 
nf a new cons itution by a constituent assemb 
I> based on universal suffrage but Congress 
leaders have not explained how these demands 
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coHd ha met without a gr.ne mjusike 10 the 
imnoritj parties including Muslim'* '' 

One ' tbei point in the picscnt speech, in 
sa , king connasc v uh the tone of a piatinu^ 
vp ech in the House ot Commons deseiws 
notice He edmirs on the one hand '‘the light 
ot a Muslim to uvrert that !m c uvnutmly he 
> cognised ;»< a pcimancnt clement. m India's 
* enonal life and not as n nuie numeiical 
mmorttv ' hut at the same rune he accuses the 
Muslim of “pressing this claim to the point of 
<mposmg a \ctn on all political procress’’ 

One fails to understand in what \v»*j the 
Muslims' desire to press their claim lor re- 
cognition as a major and distinct political c one 
mu ntv stands in the \\a\ of India’s political 
progress The icai issue which is the loot 
cause of the present political tension jn India, 
is the Congress claim to be recognised as the 
sole and authoritative organisation of the whole 
of India All other problems and complexities 
have resulted from this exclusive outlook on 
the part of Congress- 

Even Mr. Amery m a previous speech m 
, the House of Commons on 21st November 
\ strongly critcised this attitude of che Congress 
and held it responsible for the present political 
deadlock. I repeat at length extracts from his 
speech to enable the readei to judge foi himself 
who stands in the way' of India’s political 
progress: < 
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reconcile its differences with the Muslim 
League no self respecting Muslim leader can 
ever agree to sen. e under conditions imposed 
by it Thn Congre s attitude in the words of 
Mr Amery is that of all or nothing The 
Muslims would hate no objection if the 
Congress could unite the Hindu majority 
Provinces to form a strong government at the 
Centre but they cannot be cpcrced to mu{t 
the future of Muslim Provinces in a united 
India at the dictation of Congress 

If in the next elections the Muslim com 
munitv returns onlv such members to Pro- 
vincial Legislatures as are committed to a creed of 
separation who one earth can coerce them to 
accept a sta e of utter subjection in a united 
India which according to Mr Amery would 
mean an India governed bv ibe Congress on 
Congress lines It Mr Airmry cannot accept 
n futuie India under the domination of Con 
giess how can he axpect the same of the 
Muslims, whp have a far gieater stake m the 
future than the Br|tish people or their Govern 
raent ? Mr Amery then with the true fore 
sight of a seer plainlv recognised the difficul 
ties in an India of Congress conception when 
in, repeated the historic words “To accept that 
position or even to move towards it would it 
mce create infinite trouble in India and would 
;o far towards threatening all hopes of bringing 
bout a sdt governing India 
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Mr. M A jinnah full} agiees with him in 
tht* i expect In hi<? speech at Karachi on De* 
comber 35 he said. "Wi G.mJht\, the C^n- 
gresss. and tiie Hindu M ahasabna s demand'* 
nor onlv involve immediate funcinmenr.il co nu- 
tritional clirivies oj n iii'ieaehing character, 
but hn\e tor then bn-ec punciplc . vow eel lv the 
dominnion of a petmanent Hindu m.ijont\ 
e\en ioi <“1 k foimation o» a ptovisional govet- 
nmenr If tnc Bntish Govern moot sm renders 
to thc^e demands tt means chat the Muslims 
and other mmoiincs must come under the }oke 
of con dress hegemon} and act according to and 
submit to the will oi the Congress” 

Continuing. M. Jinnah said “Otn rcsis 
tance and refusal to accept that position is 
totally misrepresented and unjustly cbaiacteri- 
sed as claiming the veto and intransigence 
We are asiccd to play a game, Jic rules of which 
are to be framed by the Congress with loaded 
dice This we cannot accept ” 

I referred at the outset that Mr. Amery’s 
speech of December 12 is self-contradictor} m 
the mam theme This requires explanation 
Mr. Amery says in one breath, “Once broken 
up into separate and independent entities, India 
would relapse, as it did in the decline of the 
Moghul Empire, into a welter of contendrng 
powers m which free institutions would in- 
evitably be suppressed and in which no one 
element would have the resources with which 
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one side and Afghanistan Iran Iraq Arabia 
East Africa and South Africa on the other on 
matters of immigration, trade colonial ex 
pansion imperial policy etc, and the result 
will be a constant state of war with these 
countries 

On the other hand if India is split up into 
Hindu and Muslim areas the chances of such 
conflicts with neighbouring countnse will 
diminish and the aggressive and imperialist 
policy of Hindu India will receive a natural 
check m the existence of two sovereign Muslim 
States on either side of Hindu India. These 
Muslim States will be a guarantee for the 
safety of the Muslim countries of the Middle 
East and Dutch East Indies as well as Indo 
China against encroachments from Hindu 
India 

The British Government should visualise 
clearly the future A weak and insignificant 
country to day with the germs of potential 
growth mav prove in future the terror of other 
countries. German} and Ital> in the early part of 
the 18th century and prior to it were mere gcog 
raphical expressions in Europe and did not 
count much in history but a century of politl 
cal consciousness has turned these countries 
into the most aggressive States The same will 
be true in case of India and China in future 
These countries at present seem too big and 
cumbrous to be organised into efficient and 
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strong States, but the time will come when 
they will be able to pull their weight in world 
affairs and embark oil a policy of colonial 
expansion and imperial aggression It is in the 
interests of the British dominions in South 
Africa and Australia, which arc yet sparsely 
ponulatcd. that India should not be entiusted 
to die care of a political organisation which 
may subsequently be earned away by a wave 
of intense nationalism and follow in the foot- 
steps of the Dictatorial powers of to-day, The 
Muslim population is large enough to form 
independent sovereign States and these will 
counterbalance any dangers that may result 
from the transfer of supreme powers to Cong- 
ress 

The problem of defence, so far as the pre- 
sent frontiers of India arc concerned, will pre- 
sent far less difficulties than at present once 
India is divided on a communal basis The 
Muslim State of Pakistan in the North-West 
will be strong enough to safeguard the western 
frontiers The mere fact of the coming into 
existence of a Muslim State will revolutionise 
the mental outlook of Muslim tribesmen of the 
Frontier and they will be finally won over 
through economic concessions and an appeal 
to their religious sentiments- Their present 
opposition is mainly ascnbable to their econo- \ 
mic difficulties They may be settled m selec- 
ted areas or enlisted in the army. 
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trade alliances with Great Britain and tvill ei 
change its natural produce and raw materials 
for the textiles and machinery of the former 
British capital will be attracted for investment 
in industrial and engineering projects in pre 
ference to capital from Hindu India British 
experts businessmen engineers find technicians 
will be employed in preference to those from 
Hindu India. 

There will undoubtedly be a spirit of heal 
thy competition for progress between the Mus 
lim States and Hindu India but this will not 
lead to a straining of political relations as for 
years to come their attention will be conccntrat 
ed on the development of their respective 
resources and the construction of their internal 
social order 

In the alternative case in which the British 
Government decides to confer Dominion Status 
on India, even then British interests can better 
be served by a scheme of separation It sounds 
odd that a bulky and cumborus unit of 350 
millions of people should rank as a member- 
State of the British Commonwealth of Nations 
along with Small States like Australia New 
Zealand South Africa Canada Burma Ccjlon 
etc The creation of two more Muslim mem- 
ber-States will reduce the predominance of 
India to a considerable extent and remove 
suspicions if any on that score on the mrt of 
smallor States If it is reall> the aim of British 
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statesmen to 'have a commonwealth of nations, 
then it should be their earnest desire to see 
that no nation occupies a dominant position 
over the rest. India with its present size and 
population will be stronger than all the other 
member-States combined and will consequently 
m due course demand a voice in proportion to 
the numerical strength of its population Hence 
the remedy lies in breaking up India into three 
or more units This will lead to a greater sense 
of equality and a better chance of equal treat- 
ment among the member-States 

The problem of defence would continue 
to receive attention as at present, but it will 
not involve the new States of India into greater 
expenditure than wha$ will be actually nece- 
ssary in the interests of defence. Contributions 
will be invited to a Central Defence fund and 
these will be fixed on the basis of an agreed 
principle. Each State will have its own army 
and other defence services to maintain order 
'and to defend frontiers, but apart from that 
every State could be held jointly responsible for 
the defence of the Commonwealth against 
dangers threatening it m any part of the 
world 



234 


COMMUNALISM 


Thus the present situation has directly re 
suited from the ever increasing mistrust between 
Congress, League and Government In the 
opinion of the Government the political dead- 
lock is due to the undue insistence on iraprae 
ticable demands on behalf of the Congress and 
undue suspicion on behalf of the Muslims In 
the words of Mr Amery the Congress wants 
all or nothing and demands not merely un 
qualified recognition of India s independence 
but also independence of India governed by 
Congress on Congress lines " To accept that 
position or even to move towards it would 
according to the Secretary of State, at once 
create infinite trouble m India and would “go 
far towards threatening all hopes of bringing 
about a self governing India united in some 
measure at any rate within herself" 

The Congress on its side has set before 
itself the goal of Democracy Nationalism and 
Freedom for India as a united country and 
bitterly resents the British attitude in rccogni 
sing the Muslim League as entitled to speak on 
behalf of the Muslim community It considers 
itself the only political organisation which is 
entitled in view of its influence and power 
to frame a new constitution for India and does 
not recognise the right of the British Go\cr 
nment the Indian States or the Muslim League 
to claim an equal consideration with it in its 
scheme of future India 



POLITICAL DEADLOCK 


235 


The Muslim League, on the other hand, 
insists on the principle of self-determination 
for predominantly Muslim areas, and- holds 
both the Congress and the Government 
responsible for their conception of India as a 
homogeneous country entitled to democratic 
institutions which can only be applied with 
success m a coherent national state 

No solution lias so far been discovered to 
end the political deadlock The British Gover- 
nment is prepared to confer on India Dominion 
Status of the Westminister variety. The 
Congress demands m theory nothing less than 
complete independence and a strong Central 
Government with the supreme executive power 
concentrated in its hands The League stands 
for at least two sovereign Muslim States in the 
north-west and north-east, and seeks the final 
and permanent solution of the Hmdu-Mushm 
problem jm a close alliance of the new national 
states to be thus created on the principle of 
self-determination. 
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through a clever manuevnng of words that 
Congress is not in a position to help m the war 
effort and that its present policy of non-co-ope 
ration is not due to any intransgent attitude on 
its part This argument is really meant as a 
reply to those who have often said that this is 
not an imperialistic war that India should 
come to the rescue of countries which have 
been victims of aggression that it should not 
insist on any conditions as preliminary to help 
and should not take advantage of the present 
difficulties of British Empire 

If Congress had been as magnanimous as 
Mr Rajagopalachanar supposes it to be and 
had been willing to postpone its quarrel with 
Great Britain till after the war tire political 
deadlock would have been easily solved and 
a temporary basis for the settlement of Cong 
ress League differences would have been dis 
covered The Muslim League is prepared to 
co opetate within the present framework of 
the constitution and to postpone the issue of 
Pakistan till after the termination of the war 
It does not insist on any concessioncs as price 
for its help which may weaken the position 
of the Government or the Congress It only 
demands a due share ofpower at the centre to 
intenif} the war effort of the Muslim commu 
nity as a co sharer in the future of India It is 
unfortunately the Congress which has so far 
refused to come to a reasonable compromise 
The Congress attitude has all along been one 
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of "all or nothing ” It wants complete indepen- 
dence immediately and full transfer of power 
to Indian hands without defining how this 
power will be shared by it with the Muslim 
League which is the next biggest political 
orgamsrtion in the country. 

The British Goyernment is faced with a 
situation which admits of no easy solution If 
it effects a compromise with the Congress, 
the League will naturally turn antagonistic, 
and the situation will further deteriorate m so 
far as the war effoit of the Muslim community 
is concerned With the Muslim League driven 
into active opposition, the British Government, 
besides losing the sympathies of 100 million 
Muslims in India and the effective help of the 
recruitment areas m Muslim Provinces, will 
incur risks of unpopularity in Muslim countries 
at a time when their moral and material help is 
indispensable On the othejr hand, if the 
British Government comes to terms with the 
Muslim League and gives it an effective re- 
presentation at the Centre, the Congress might 
start civil disobedience. 

As a potential power for the intensifica- 
tion of war effort the Congress cannot compare 
with the Muslim League. It may succeed m 
raising war loans, financing schemes of indus- 
trialisation or mobilising volunteers for local 
defence, but it will not be able to raise power- 
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various communities in regard to the present 
war The Muslim League stands for an all 
out war effort. It is alive to the dangers 
threatening Muslim countries If British 
armies are withdrawn from North Africa or 
the Middle East, these countries will be oier 
whelmed by Ital> and Germany and colonised 
with the surplus population of the conquering 
nations. The Musalmans do not like to see 
the Muslim countries of Java Sumatra and the 
islands of the Dutch East Indies fall into 
Japanese hands Holland m view of her 
limited population could not use the unin 
habited islands of her Empire, as colonies but 
it is almost certain that Japan will establish 
settlements in Borneo Sumatra and Malay pc 
ninsula if these are conquered by her Thus an 
Ails victory will lead to the gradual extinction 
of Muslim population in North Africa theMidd 
le East and the Dutch East Indies which can 
accommodate millio is of Germans Italians and 
Japanese The British Empire presents no 
such dangers At the worst it will continue 
to exploit the economic resources of the coun- 
tries under it but it will not use them ns 
homelands for the British people who already 
possess immense colonies in Canada South 
Africa, Australia and New Zealand 

By winning over the Muslim League to its 
side the British Goiemmcnt will stimulate 
war efforts in directions Imheito unknown 
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The attitude of the League will have direct * 
repercussions in Muslim countries beyond 
India. Sixty millions of Muslims in China and 
another 60 millions in the Dutch East Indies 
will be heartened by the news that the Indian 
Muslims have thrown their full weight on the 
side of the Allies The Muslim leaders in the 
three countries will work in close collaboration 
and bring to bear on the side of the Allies, the 
resources" of a combined population of 220 
millions of people. The League attitude will 
again have a tremendous effect on the chain of 
the Muslim countries west of the Indus, ex- 
tending right up to the Atlantic Ocean. 
Afghanistan and Turkey m particular, which 
are still pursuing a policy of neutrality, will 
gam additional strength m resisting pressure 
. from Axis powers The Arabs, Turks, Iranams 
Afghans — ail will become virtual allies m this 
war. Muslim goodwill missions will tour all 
over the Muslim World and the Allies’ cause 
will receive immense support 

Let Great Britain choose a path which is 
the best in the furtherance of her war effort. 
The Indian Muslims hold the key to any future v 
solution Ignored, they will be the storm-cen- 
tre of, the British Empire, but conciliated, they 
will be the most earnest supporters of the com- 
mon cause for which the United Nations are 
fighting. , ' ' , 

* i 
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peaceful negotiations with the Congress. The 
inconsistency m their attitude becomes evident, 
when they refuse to see the logic in the Mus 
lim case, presented on Similar lines The League 
has repeatedly said that its goal is Pakistan 
that there can be no compromise on this issue 
and that it is for the Congress to initiate the 
move for negotiations with Muslim League. 
On principle it is the party which has the 
power to deliver goods that should inspire the 
confidence and disarm the fears of the weaker 
party If the Government can be blamed for 
not using its power and prestige m the right 
spirit and for blocking the way to a peaceful 
settlement by its insistence on the infallibility 
of its own position the Congress is equally to 
blame fot its studied policy of indifference to 
wards Muslims and its utter failure to win 
their confidence. If there is a quarrel between 
two brothers it is for the elder to win the good 
will of the younger if he is keen to seek the 
latter s co-operation in keeping his hold on the 
greater part of the ancestral property But re 
verse is the case in India. The Hindus not only 
want to secure three fourths of India for them- 
selves but intend to deprive the Muslims of 
the remaining one fourth which on no princi 
pie, moral or legal, they canclaim their own 

The Congress presses for an immediate 
declaration of India s independence on the 
ground that it cannot trust the Government to 
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other countries of, Asia One of the mam 
clauses of the Charter was that' every notion 
whether big or small should be conceded the 
tight to form its own Government. But when 
the Muslims interpret the Charter to mean 
that it concedes the hundred million Muslims 
of India the right to determine their own 
future m the Muslim predominant areas the 
Hindu press begins to show open hostility 
The latter s resentment m reality was not due 
to the fact that the Chatter made no mention 
of India, but to the hard reality that the Charter 
contained a clause which recognised the 
claim of every nation whether big or small to 
independent existence The Congress m its 
usual adroitmanner pretendpd that the Charter 
was silent on India but its real aim was to 
press Mr Churchill to declare in unambiguous 
terms that India as the home of a single nation 
would also come under the terms of this 
Charter 

Thus it will be evident from the instances 
given above that the Congress speaks with 
two voices and pursues a double policy in its 
dealings with the Government and the Muslim 
League Those very principles and arguments 
which it insists on in presenting its case against 
the Government, become condcmnable when 
Muslim League lays emphasis on them in 
presenting its case against the Congress, It 
the Congress is true to i-s professions it should 
discard the garb of hypccrlsj 
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The Congress offered the threat of Civil 
Disobodience at the most psychological moment 
when the danger of Japanese invasion was'immi- 
nent. So long as it was confident that the 
cause of Democracies will triumph ultimately 
and the victory of the Allies alone would gua- 
rantee India’s independence, it kept on assuring 
the British Government of its poliC 3 r of non- 
embarrassment m the present war. Just before 
the out-break of the war, Mr Gandhi in a state- 
ment to the press on August 29, ’39, declared * 
“ I cannot emphasise my belief more forcibly 
than by saying that I personally would not 
purchase my own country’s freedom by vio- 
lence, if such a thing were a possibility My 
faith m the wise-saying that what is gaiped by 
the sword will also be lost by the sword is 
imperishable” Again in a subsequent article m 
the Hanjan dated 30th Sept» ‘39, Mr. Gandhi 
expressed his hope that this war would end all 
wars and India would play an effective part m 
ensuring the desired end. His actual words 
may be quoted here; “Willy-nilly, this war is 
resolving itself into one between such demo- 
cracy as the West has evolved and the totali- 
tarianism as is typified m Herr Hitler Unless 
the Allies suffer demoralisation, of which there 
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m not the slightest indication this war may be 
used to end all wars at any rate of the virulent 
type that we see today I have the hope that 
India distraught though it is with interna) dis 
sensions will play an effective part in ensuring 
the desired end and the spread of cleaner, demo- 
cracy than hirherto 

' The entry of Russia into the war in 1941 
followed by that of U S A. early in 1942 
strengthened the belief every where that the 
victory of the Allies is assured and the Cong- 
ress on its part, too had no other alternative ' 
but to pursue its policy of non embarrassment. 
Mr Gandhi from time to tame held the thieat 
of Civil Disobedience but in reality he never 
intended them seriously and only directed his 
attention to consolidating the position of the 
Congfess Under his influence the Congress 
started the Saty'agraha movement with the 
avowed object of treedom of' speech to oppose 
all wars but the real aim was to extort some 
political concessions to the exclusive advantage 
of Congress The League from the ourcst was 
alive to the danger that the British Govern- 
ment might yield to Congress threats and racn 
fice Muslim interests Mr Gandhi like a 
shrewd politician played a double game He 
assured the British Government that though 
the Congress could not actively participate in 
the war effort on the principle of non wolcncc 
yet he did not want to embarrass it for Ear of 
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strengthening its enemies At his instance, 
some Congfess leaders openly declared that they 
were opposed to all wars on principle and that 
even if Britain were to grant independence to 
India as a price for active participation m war, 
they would not avail of the opportunity It 
was commonly believed that Gandhi was a 
paeifist who would never advise to his 
country-men any stepwhich might lead to vio- 
lence or civil war In fact, his views were 
clearly marked m his confession that he had 
misinterpreted the Bombay resolution which 
in his opinion meant that “the'Congress was to 
refuse participation m the present or all wars 
on the ground principally of non-violence ” 

To the Muslims Gandhi gave the assu- 
rance that Civil Disobedience would not 
be launched, as in the absence of Congress 
League settlement that would involve the 
country m civil war of which “he did not 
wisli to be a living witness ” He also belie- 
ved that Hindu-Mushm settlement was 
essential to freedom and that without it 
independence could neither be achieved nor 
maintained It is relevant to quote here from 
some of his writings and statements 

Writing in the Harijan of November, 5, 
4 39 under the caption, ‘the Congressmen, he 
says, “I make bold to suggest that the one way to 
disarm communal suspicion is not to offer civil 
disobedience m terms of Swaraj The position 
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..that is about to face the country is that of the 
British Government in alliance with the so 
called minorities arrayed against the Congress 
single-handed Civil Disobedience against this 
combination is a contradiction in terms. Ex- 
actly the same position arose in 1942 and 
yet the Mahatma in clear breach of his own 
statement declared Civil Disobedience. He 
accused the League of depending upon British 
support but his own policy at present clearly in- 
dicates that he expects foreign aid, possibly,from 
Japan else how it is possible for the Congress 
single handed to carry on Civil Disobedience 
against the united strength of the Government, 
Muslims, Hindu Mahasabha and other parties. 

Lest I should be accused of quoting from' 
one solitary article of Mr Gandhi I reproduce 
from others which more or less express similar 
views In an article under the caption ‘Next 
Step he writes Apart from th” u"Certainty 
of the observance of non violence in Congress 
ranks, is the tremendous fact that the Muslim 
League looks upon Congress as the enemy of 
Muslims This makes it well nigh impossible 
for the Congress to organise non violent revolu 
tion through civil disobedience. It will ccr 
tainly mean Hindu Muslim riots' (Harijan 
Nov 5 39) 

In the Harijan of Nov 25 39, Mr 
Gandhi, while urging that all efforts be made 
to anve at a communal settlement before direct 
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action is thought of, says, “I am painfully 
conscious of the fact that India is not yet ready 
for non-violent civil disobedience on a mass 
scale. If, therefore, I cannot persuade the Cong- 
ress to await the time when non-violent action 
is possible, I have no desire to see a dog fight 
between the two communities* I know for 
certain that if I cannot discover a method of 
non- violent action or inaction to the satis- 
faction of the Congress and there is no com- 
munal settlement, nothing on earth can prevent 
an outbreak of violence resulting for the time 
being m anarchy and red rum. I believe it is 
the duty of all communities and Englishmen to 
prevent such a catastrophe”. Is not present the 
right moment when this appeal should be direc- 
ted mainly to Mr Gandhi himself 9 In the 
absence of a communal settlement and m face 
of the threat of Japanese invasion, civil dis- 
obedience not only will lead to civil war but 
invite foreign interference and aggression 

In another article m the Harijan under 
Baffling Situation’, Mr* Gandhi says “ I see 
no immediate prospect of Civil disobedience. 
There can be no civil disobedience for the 
sake of embarrassing the British Government 
It will. come when it becomes clearly inevitable. 
We must prove to our Muslim country-men 
and to the world that the Congress does not 
want independence at the sacrifice of a single 
legitimate interest be it Muslim or other We 
may leave no stone unturned to carry the 
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In another article in the Harijan under 
Baffling Situation’, Mr. Gandhi says “ I see 
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minorities with us Both of the conditions 
laid down m the statement have been violated 
The Congress neither carries the minorities 
with it today nor it can convince the world 
that civil disobedience is not meant to embarrass 
Great Britain* If Mr Gandhi had been really 
sincere in his regard for Muslims he would 
have willingly accepted the advice of one of 
the foremost Congress leaders Mr Rajgopal 
charter in regard to the communal problem In 
a satement issued on July 16 42 Rajaji said 
“ I am convinced if the Congress accepted the 
principle of territorial self-determination that 
I have proposed in my A. I C C resolution 
we can make Mr Jinnah and his League accept 
it and join the Congress in a united political 
front The Sage of Wardha however does 
not find justice in the cause of Pakistan and 
wants to be convinced if it is in the good of 
Muslims 

On January 27 under the caption Unity 
or justice Mr Gandhi admits in unequivocal 
words that communal unity is the first csscn 
tial to freedom He says My belief is unsha 
ken that without communal unity Swaraj cannot 
be attained thrqugh non violence But unity 
cannot be achieved without justice between 
communities Muslim or any other friendship 
cannoc be bought with bribery Bribery itself 
would mean cowardice n ad therefore \ lolcncc. 
But if I give more than his due to my brother 
I dont bribe him nor I do any injustice I can 
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represent all the political parties and had to 
reckon with much opposition before they were 
established firmly Like phe Congress they 
claimed to speak Lor the interests of their res 
pective countries as a whole and not for tlpe 
parties to which they belonged There is a close 
similarity between the Congress and the Nazi 
organisations in many respects Hitler comma- 
nds the same respect 4nd allegiance in Germany 
as Mr Gandhi m India. He is more than a 
hero a national saviour or even a God to the 
Germans The same is the case with Mr 
Gandhi. He is both a spiritual and political leader 
of the Hindus and pretends to speak with 
divine authority Nobody can dare to criticise 
him and yet remain a member of the Congress. 
A host of prominent Congress leaders had 
to leave the Congress as they had incurred the 
displeasure of the Mahatma, Mr Nariman 
Dr Khare Mr Subhas Cbander Bose, Mr Rby 
and Mr Rajgopalachariar all at pne time held 
positions of immense influence in the Congress 
but their difference of opinion with one man 
alone in the Congress (Mr Gandhi) led to 
their permanent expulsion from the Congress. 

With Hitler the main argument to advance 
the interests of the German nation is violence, 
while Mr Gandhi depends on non violence for 
the same purpose Uudoubtedly Hitler does 
not want merely complete independence of Gcr 
mail) but J dominant position for her in the 
world This however was not the aim of 
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WP.4 fB^Wmijssiijn ^once the.Brmsh qpas,e 
to interfere m the internal affairs of Incija; that 
has moved Mr. Gandhi to write this article. He 
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qome.tqgejtherpnd advance a Jiomermad^solu-, 
trqii rpr r t|ie governmentof India.” }. What this, 
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Mahatma Gandhi in these words: “jt may be 
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munal ma jonty at the centre and for this rea 
son demands its previous consent before any 
constitution is devised for the whole of 
India 

Let us here examine how these aims and 
ideals of the Congress and the Muslim League 
have come into conflict in actual practice We 
start from the year 1916 when the Lucknow 
Pact was signed It was then realised for the first 
time thatno constitutional progress was possible 
unless the Hindu Muslim question was finally 
settled As a first step m this direction the 
principle of commnnal representation was 
agreed upon 

The pact clearly defined future Hindu 
Muslim relations in three respects — 

1 In provinces such bs Bengal and the 
Punjab where Muslims formed a majority of 
the population they were to recene slightly 
less than their proportion of population might 
justify while m provinces where Muslims were 
m a minority they were allowed a special 
weightage. 

2 With regard to the Central Legislative 
Council the pact provided that one-third of 
the Indian elected members should be 
Muslims 

3 It was also agreed that no bill nor any 
clause thereof nor a resolution introduced by a 
non-official affecting one or other community 
shall be proceeded with i f three fourths of the 
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members of that community in the particular 
Council, Imperial or Provincial, oppose 
the bill or any clause thereof m the 
resolution* 

The value of this Pact was iccognised in 
the reform Bill of 1917 which it hastened. 
The British Government recognised the force 
m the united demand of the Congress and 
the Muslim League and declared that responsi- 
ble Government would be the goal of India 
with due protection for the rights of minori- 
ties. The first stage in new experiment began 
in provinces, where a dual form of Government 
known as dyarchy, was introduced. This was, 
embodied m the Government of India Act of 
1919. As political thought progressed in the 
country, the Government felt the need of con- 
ferring further reforms upon the people. 

The Congress and League at first worked 
hand m hand demanding fmther concessions 
but when the British Government invited 
discussion on the subject, sharp differences 
arose between them. It was agreed by both 
the political parties of India that fhe future 
constitution of India should aim at all-India 
Federation, provincial autonomy and responsi- 
bility with safeguards, but the question of 
communal representation once again came to 
the forefront. The Muslim League pressed 
'for increased representation in proportion to 
the population strength of Muslims m the 
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Punjab and Bengal and the continuance of 
freightage held by them in the majority pro- 
vinces The Congress refused to reopen this 
question until as last by mutual consent the 
matter was left to the arbitration of the British 
Government and was finally decided m the 
form of a communal Award 

The Muslims were promised under this 
Award one third of representation at the 
Centre and assured of a majority of voting 
strength in four provinces oi^t of eleven This 
settlement ot the mam question at issue be- 
tween Congress and Muslim League was follow 
ed by a further measure of reforms as 
embodied m the Government of India Act of 
1935 

The first part of the Act dealing with 
Provincial Autonomy came into force in 1937 
As a result of this Congress Ministries were set 
up in 6 provinces while in two more the Cong- 
ress formed coalition Ministries with other 
parties The Muslim League as a body was 
entirely ignored by tbe Congress and only such 
Muslims were taken in Congress Cabinets 
as could sign the Congress creed and openly 
repudiate the Muslim League. In consequence 
of this, the Muslim League members in all the 
Congress provincial legislatures turned into 
Oppositions, while the relations between tbe 
Congress and League grew more and more 
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strained. It became abundantly evident to 
Muslims that the very purpose for which special 
representation had been provided for them 
under the Communal Award had been utterly 
defeated m the Congress Provinces where 
Muslim representatives returned on the 
Muslim League ticket were deprived of a 
share in political power. 

Another point which intensified Muslim 
bitterness against the Congress was their grow- 
ing discontent in Congress Provinces where 
their political rights were trampled upon and 
increasing discrimination was shown m their 
treatment. The open discouragement of Urdu 
and the propagation of Hindi language by the 
Congress, the enforcement of Wardha and 
Vidya Mandir Schemes in the teeth of Muslim 
opposition, the restrictions on Muslim religious 
practices and customs, the encouragement of 
music before mosques and prohibition of cow 
sacrifice, were some of the many grievances 
widely ventilated in the Muslim press. 

In the meantime the Congress> after con- 
solidating its position in eight out of eleven 
provinces, began to press for a responsible 
federal gpvernment at the Centre with the 
further claims that the States’ representatives 
should be elected by the people on the basis of 
joint electorates. The Muslim League strong- 
ly opposed this and demanded that the inclu- 
sion of State representatives should not reduce 
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Lastly the Congress Folds that the mino- 
rity question is a British creation and will 
finally disappearas soon^as Dominions S^at^fs, ijs* 
attained It is for this jeason that it hasso^aj* 
delayed the settlement of this question and redu- 
ced to discuss it Tjmh Mr Jmnah The Muslim 
League on the other hand bolds thatj the 
minority question is real and is based uj5<?n 
fundamental historical and political differences 
and that unless this question is settled amic 
ably first, the Muslims will not be a party to 
any constitution that is devised without their 
consent 

It will appear that there is a wide diverg 
ence of opinion between the Congress and the 
Muslim League The former demands full 
independence which in parctice means Do 
minion Status or the rule of the majority under 
the protection of Great Britain and presses the 
Government for its immediate enforcement. 
The Muslim League on the other hand will 
accept no government at the centre tall Muslim 
grievances in the provincial field and at the 
centre are satisfied Mr Jinnah rightly 
summed up the Muslim view-point when be 
remarked What Independence 1 and whose 
Independence? The British Government has 
already defined its attitude in regard to its 
future policy Dominion Status will be con 
ferred after the tcimination of the war but in 
the meantime it wishes the Indian leaders to 
come to terms and settle their difference 
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The Vicero\ m his letter had made it clear 
that the Congress should discuss with the 
Muslim League about the Provincial field and 
th£ Genfre. Mahatma Gandhi, Mr. Rajendra 
Jjp/ns.id'tmd Mr. Jinnah were invited to Delhi 
ror this vers ■ put pose But the Congress 
leaders refused to discuss -the issues raised in 
fthe Viceroys letter and preferred to press their 
'demand for independence without the support 
of the, ’Muslim League As long as this attitude 
persists, thcie can be no real reconciliation. 

The British Government will be betraying the 
vihtc rests of mmoiities if it yields to the 
Congress and accepts a constitution at its 
dictation. 

If the Congress leaders had been sincere, 
they would have pacified the minor ities and 
secured their confidence They, however, 
deliberately avoid the discussion of the 
communal issue as it exposes their future 
intentions Outwardly they proclaim loudly 
that they will accept nothing less than comp- 
lete independence but inwardly they arc prepar- 
ed to accept Dominion Status piovided it is 
enfoiced immediately. An immediate grant of 
D&minion Status, they think, will strengthen 
their position at the Centre and establish 
definitely the rule of majority. The question 
of minorities will lose all its force as the British 
Government, after it has parted with power 
will no longer feel interested in safeguarding 
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the interests of minorities who ' 
left to their fate and will yield 1 
phwer and organisation of 

tf this is the Congress Rate 
duty of a Mushm is clear 
assert and declare that he wfllTl 
Congress demand for independence tmlc3tj!£f 
defines clearly what ate its real irttenti^ft^ ana 
row it will affect the minonty problem 1 36 





